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BEFORE THE
I LLI NO S COMVERCE COW SSI ON

COVAD COVMUNI CATI ONS COMPANY ) DOCKET NO
) 00-0312
Petition for Arbitration Pursuant to )  (CONSQL.)
Section 252(b) of the Tel ecomunicati ons)
Act of 1996 to Establish an Amendnent )
for Line Sharing to the Interconnection )
Agreement with Illinois Bell Tel ephone )
Conpany, d/b/a Aneritech Illinois, and )
for an Expedited Arbitration Award on )
Certain Core | ssues. )
RHYTHVB LI NKS, | NC. ) DOCKET NO
) 00-0313
Petition for Arbitration Pursuant to )
Section 252(b) of the Tel econmuni cati ons)
Act of 1996 to Establish an Amendnent )
for Line Sharing to the Interconnection )
Agreement with Illinois Bell Tel ephone )
Conpany, d/b/a Ameritech Illinois, and )
for an Expedited Arbitration Award on )
Certain Core |ssues. )
Springfield, Illinois
July 6, 2000

Met, pursuant to adjournnent, at 1:30 P.M
BEFORE:

MR DONALD L. WOODS, Exami ner

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COVPANY, by
Cheryl A. Davis, Reporter, #084-001662
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APPEARANCES:

MS. CARRIE J. H GHTMAN
Schiff, Hardin & Waite
6600 Sears Tower
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(Appearing on behal f of Covad
Conmuni cati ons Conpany and Rhyt hns
Li nks, Inc.)

M5. FELI CI A FRANCO- FEI NBERG
8700 West Bryn Maw

Suite 800 South

Chicago, Illinois 60631

(Appearing on behal f of Covad
Conmuni cations, Inc.)

MR CLAY DEANHARDT
4250 Burton Drive
Santa Clara, California 95054

(Appearing on behal f of Covad
Conmuni cat i ons Conpany)

MR CRAI G BROMN
9100 Mneral Grcle
Engl ewood, Col orado 80112

(Appearing on behal f of Rhythms Links,
Inc.)

MR CHRISTIAN F. BINNI G
MB. KARA K d BNEY
Mayer, Brown & Platt

190 South La Salle Street
Chicago, Illinois 60603

(Appearing on behal f of Ameritech
[11inois)
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APPEARANCES: (Cont "' d)

MR DANNY S. ASHBY
MR VAN VAN BEBBER
Hughes & Luce, LLP
1717 Main Street
Suite 2800

Dal | as, Texas 75201

(Appearing on behal f of Ameritech
I11inois)

MR G DARRYL REED

160 North La Salle Street
Suite C-800

Chicago, Illinois 60601

(Appearing on behalf of the Staff of the
I1l1inois Comerce Comm ssion)
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PROCEEDI NGS

EXAM NER WOODS: W'l go on the record.

I call for hearing Dockets 00-0312 and
0313. These are petitions for arbitration filed by
Covad Conmuni cations and Rhythns Links, Inc..

Thi s cause cones on for hearing July 6,
2000, before Donald L. Wods, duly appointed Hearing
Exam ner, under the authority of the Illinois
Conmer ce Conmi ssion. The cause was set today for the
t aki ng of evidence and testinony and the
cross-exam nation of w tnesses, if any.

At this time 1'd take the appearances of
the parties, please, beginning with the Applicants.

M5. HHGHTMAN: Carrie J. H ghtman, Schiff Hardin
and Waite, 6600 Sears Tower, Chicago, Illinois 60606,
appearing on behalf of the Petitioners, Rhythns
Li nks, Inc. And Covad Conmuni cati ons Conpany.

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  Felici a Franco- Fei nberg,
on behal f of Covad Communi cations Company, 8700 West
Bryn Mawr, Suite 800 South, Chicago, Illinois 60631.

MR DEANHARDT: O ay Deanhardt, on behal f of

Covad Conmuni cati ons Conpany, 4250 Burton Drive,
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Santa O ara, California 95054.

MR BINNIG Christian F. Binnig and Kara K
G bney of the law firm of Mayer, Brown & Platt, 190
South La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois 60603,
appeari ng on behalf of Ameritech Illinois.

MR ASHBY: Danny Ashby and Van Van Bebber of
the law firm of Hughes and Luce, 1717 Main Street,
Suite 2800, Dallas, 75201, appearing for Ameritech
Il'linois.

MR REED:. Darryl Reed, Ofice of General
Counsel, 160 North La Salle, Suite C-800, Chicago,
60601, on behalf of the Staff of the Illinois
Conmer ce Conmi ssi on.

EXAM NER WOODS: (Ckay. |If we could get the
first witness to the dock. M. Brown just cane in.
We'll let himget settled before we get started, and
we'll take his appearance at that time. No hurry.
Let's get the first witness up here and settl ed,
pl ease.

MR DEANHARDT: | think we're continuing with

Jacobson.

EXAM NER WOODS: M. Brown, do you want to enter
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your appearance, please?

MR BROM: Yes. It's Craig Brown for Rhythns
Links, Inc.. The address is 9100 East M neral
Crcle, Englewod, Colorado 80112.

MR DEANHARDT: | believe, Your Honor, we're --

EXAM NER WOODS: On redirect, correct?

MR DEANHARDT: No. | believe we're on --
Covad had not done its cross-exam nation. | have a
very brief one.

EXAM NER WOODS: Go ahead.

ROBI N JACOBSON
called as a witness on behalf of the Aneritech
Illinois, having been previously duly sworn, was
exam ned and testified further as foll ows:
CRCSS EXAM NATI ON

BY MR DEANHARDT:

Q Good norning, Ms. Jacobson. How are you?

THE W TNESS:

A I"'mfine. | was looking. Is it really
still nmorning? No, | guess it's afternoon.

Q I"'mfrom California.

A So am |.
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Q It's nmorning for ne.
A So we're on the sane tine.
Q Last week you went through a nunber of

detai l ed OSS issues with M. Bowen, and | want to
take a step back and look at it very quickly froma
hi gher |evel .

Now you are a witness here today because
you are addressing for Ameritech regulatory matters
related to SBC | ocal tel ephone conpani es’ OSS used by
CLECs. Is that correct?

A Ri ght .

Q Now you are aware, are you not, that the
Tel ecom Act requires that Ameritech provide
nondi scrim natory access to network el enents?

A That's right.

Q And you're al so aware, aren't you, that
dat abases are specifically identified as network
el enments in the Tel ecom Act itself?

A No, I'mnot aware of that.

MR ASHBY: (bjection. It calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

EXAM NER WOODS: I think she said she wasn't
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awar e anyway, So.

A Yeah.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, may | approach the
Wi t ness?

EXAM NER WOCDS: Al |l ri ght.

THE WTNESS: | need to go get ny gl asses

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: | forgot that |I'm probably going
to have to read. Excuse ne.

(Pause in the proceedings.)

Q Ms. Jacobson, |'m handi ng you a copy of 47
USC Section 153. Do you see where it says
Definitions?

A Yes.

Q And coul d you pl ease | ook at subsection
29, the definition of network el enent?

A Did you want nme to read it?

Q Pl ease, if you see where it is, and if you
could please read it into the record for ne.

A Ckay. "Section 29, Network Elenent. The
termnetwork el enent means a facility or equi pnent

used in the provision of a tel econmmunications
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service. Such termalso includes features,
functions, and capabilities that are provided by
means of such facility or equi pment, including
subscri ber nunbers, databases, signaling systens, and
information sufficient for billing and collection or
used in the transm ssion, routing, or other provision
of a tel ecommuni cations service."

Q Thank you

Now Aneritech has access to the back-end --

wel |, what you and M. Bowen refer to as the back -end
dat abases, does it not?

A When you say Aneritech, what part of
Aneritech are you referring to?

Q The conpany. Ameritech Illinois has
access to those databases, correct?

A That woul d be nmy assunption.

Q Vel |, do you know?

A Vll, | don't know absolutely, no. When
you lunmp them altogether, | don't know.
Q So you don't know if Ameritech has access

to its own databases or not.

A VWell, | would have to assune that they
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do.

Q And Areritech can use those systens for
any purpose that they want to, can't they?

A I would again have to assume that that's
true.

Q So they coul d use the databases, for

exampl e, to perform network planning.

A Possi bl y.
Q And they could use the network to, for
exanple, -- or they could use the databases, for

exanpl e, to design outside plant.

A | don't know what database would do that,
but .

Q Well, but there's information in the
dat abases that tells you the nakeup of the outside
plant. Correct?

A I"mnot sure that there's a database that
tells you that. I'mnot -- |I'massunmng we store
sonme of our information in databases, but we al so
store a lot of our information about our plant and
our network on paper

Q So you're not famliar with the
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i nformati on that your databases contain

A No, |'m not.

Q But you're testifying as to whether or not
Covad shoul d have access to databases that you don't
know what they contain?

A No. Wiat I'mtestifying to is that Covad
shoul d have access to the information contained in
t he databases that they need in order to provision
| ocal services.

Q VWl |, but you don't know what information
that is, do you?

A Not in total.

Q Ckay. And you don't know the information
that's in the databases, do you?

A Not all of them

Q So if I went through a |list of databases
you coul dn't say whether or not, in your opinion
Covad woul d need that information to provision its
service, could you?

A Vll, | could nmake an assunption that
Covad was in the neetings for the advanced services

Pl an of Record and identified the conponents of
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service that they need and information that they

need, and that we've given them al

t hey' ve asked for.

Q

If we wal ked through the databases and

But that's not the question that |

the infornation

asked.

were to ask

you with respect to each of the databases whet her or

not that database contained information that Covad

could use for the provisioning of its service,

you

couldn't tell me, could you, whether or not that

dat abase cont ai ned such i nformati on?

A

I have no technical experience, so

couldn't tell you what infor mati on you need to

provi si on sonet hi ng.

Q

dat abases.

A

Q

But Aneritech has access to all those

That's ny assunption

It's technically feasible for Covad

to

have read-only access to back-office databases, isn't

it?

A

| would inmagine that we woul d be capabl e

of putting up a firewall to allow read only.

Q

And it's also technically feasible,

isn't
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it, to create a shadow dat abase containing the sane
information that is contained in the Ameritech
dat abases?

A It's technically feasible. However, it
woul d be very costly because we'd have to naintain

both at the sane tine.

Q Technically feasible though.
A Sur e.
Q And in a shadow dat abase, for exanple,

Covad woul d not be able to mani pul ate or change the

data in Areritech's -- in the databases that
Areritech uses. |Is that correct?

A If that's the way it was desi gned.

Q And also if there was read-only access,

t hen Covad woul d not be able to mani pul ate or change
that data in the Ameritech databases. Correct?

A Vll, I"'mnot a conputer expert, so I'm
not sure. Read only to ne neans just that.

Q kay. And it's also technically feasible,
isn't it, to performa data dunp to Covad? That is,
to provide all the data to Covad for Covad to store

inits own conputers?
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A | don't knowthat. | knowthat it's
possi bl e from sonme systens, but | couldn't say that
it's possible fromevery database to do that.

Q Now you woul d agree, wouldn't you, that
Covad is a better judge of the network information it
needs to provide quality service than Aneritech is?

A From a personal viewpoint, no, because
we' ve been in the business for 100 years. | would
think we would know as well what information it takes
to provision a service.

Q VWl l, we've established several tines
have we not, that Ameritech has never provisioned DSL
service? Isn't that true?

A That's true.

Q So Ameritech has no experience
provi si oning DSL service, does it?

A Except that Ameritech as part of SBCis
negoti ating for those elenments that are needed on a
thirteen-state basis, and we do have several states
t hat have provisioned DSL, so we have that
experi ence.

Q Vel l, we keep kind of having this tension
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whet her or not we're actually arbitrating agai nst
Aneritech or arbitrating against SBC, but, for the
monent, Ameritech has never provisioned DSL, has it?
A That' s ny under st andi ng.
Q So there's nobody at Anmeritech that has
t he sanme experience that Covad has provisioning DSL.

Is that correct?

A I don't know that.
Q But Ameritech --
A I imagi ne we m ght have enpl oyees t hat

cone from Covad, the same as you m ght have enpl oyees
that cone from Aneritech, so | don't know that.
Q But Aneritech generally doesn't have that

experi ence.

A | don't know. |I'mnot on that side of the
busi ness.
Q Isn't it also true that SBC only

provi si ons ADSL?

A They only provision ADSL for thensel ves.
They provision other technologies for CLECs.

Q Ckay. So SBC, for exanple, doesn't

actually provide SDSL across its |ines.
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A Not for its end users.

Q And for its end users SBC does not provide

VDSL across its lines.

A That's true.

MR DEANHARDT: All right. 1'mfinished, Your

Honor .

EXAM NER WOODS: (kay. Ms. Feinberg,

| don't

recall if you had your chance to cross or not.

MS. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  Covad's cross was handl ed

by M. Deanhardt.
M5. H GHTMAN: W' re finished.
EXAM NER WOODS: M. Reed?
MR REED: No.
EXAM NER WDODS: Redirect?

MR ASHBY: Could we have a nonent?

EXAM NER WOODS: Sure. Let's take a minute.

(Wher eupon a short
t aken.)
EXAM NER WDODS: Redirect?
MR ASHBY: Yes, just a few questions,
Honor .

EXAM NER WOCDS:  Ckay.

recess was

Your
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REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR ASHBY:

Q Ms. Jacobson, do you recall on Friday
M. Bowen asked you about whether the back-office
systens were considered a part of OSS? Do you recal
that |ine of questioning?

A Yes, | do.

Q And was your answer that you did not
consi der the back-office systens to be a part of 0OSS?

A That's right.

Q And can you clarify what you meant by
t hat ?

A Vell, | think of back-office systens as
bei ng dat abases that contain different types of
informati on. (OSSs, as described by the Act, are
functions such as preordering, ordering,
provi si oni ng, mai ntenance, repair, and billing.
Wiat's in the back-office databases is not
functionality. |It's just data, and we provi de access
to that data through the GSS functions.

Q And when you say you provide access to the

data, what do you mean? How do you provide that
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access?

A W nmake avail able to CLECs nunbers of
different types of access which is such as
application to application where they can build the
front end, we build the back end, and then they
interface to comuni cate with each other and provide
i nformati on -- exchange of information back and
forth, or we have in our other regions before
acquiring Aneritech provided GUs, which we will be
making available to Aneritech as well, and a GUJ is
just a graphical user interface that we've devel oped
which is nore or less the front end of an application
to application, and a CLEC can downl oad that on their

term nal and have inmedi ate access to preordering or

orderi ng.
Q And do you recall M. Bowen's questions
about whether Ameritech Illinois provides filtered

access to the information i n those dat abases?

A Yes, | do.

Q And what is Ameritech Illinois' position
with regard to whether the information is filtered or

not filtered?
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A Areritech's position is that it's not
filtered. W do not change the information in any
way. W do not exclude information unless, in fact,
it's in a part of the database that is proprietary,
but the information provided is not filtered.

Q Ckay. And M. Bowen al so asked you about
a nunmber of elements. | believe they are listed in
your testinony, and there are some 30 el ements that
Aneritech Illinois has agreed to provide to the CLECs

for the provisioning of |line sharing.

A That's right.

Q How were those 30 el enents identified by
Aneritech Illinois?

A They were identified in the second phase

of the collaborative phase of the Plan of Record for
advanced services. During the nerger negotiations
with the FCC, SBC agreed that they would rmake certain
commitnents, and one of those was to provide an
advanced services Plan of Record. W submitted a
Plan of Record to the FCC. They reviewed it. They
blessed it for us to go forward and col | aborate and

cone back with a final docunent, and so we did that,
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were identified.

Q Ckay, and when you say el enents, are you
referring to information el ements?

A Information that the CLECs ask SBC to
provide in order for themto provision DSL services,
i ncludi ng |ine sharing.

Q And are you aware of any information that
has been requested by any of the CLECs with regard to
the provision of line sharing that Areritech Illinois
has not agreed to provide that's not included in the
list of information elenments that are contained in
your testinony?

A No, | am not.

MR ASHBY: No further questions, Your Honor.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Additional cross?

MR DEANHARDT: Just a couple of recross, Your
Honor .

RECROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DEANHARDT
Q Ms. Jacobson, isn't it correct that the

QU that you referred to will not be available in
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Aneritech until March 24, 20017

A That's correct.

Q Al so, as we established earlier on cross,
you don't know what information actually is in the
dat abases that Ameritech has, do you?

A Not all of it.

Q So just a nmoment ago in response to
counsel's questions you said that Aneritech provides
access to all the data in its database and that it
doesn't selectively choose, but if you don't know
what information is in the databases, you have no
basis for making that statenent, do you?

A My basis for making that statenment is we
provi de everything that a CLEC has asked for.

Q VWll, is there currently a GU for
ordering li ne sharing?

In Areritech?

Q Yes.

A No.

Q kay. CLECs have asked for that, haven't
t hey?

A They have asked for a GJ, and we wll be
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providing it, but it's not currently available. It
requires us to build an entire infrastructure for
Amreritech, and that can't be done overni ght.

Q But you said that any data that we wanted
was avail able, and we just canme up with an exanpl e of
sonething that's not. Right?

A Vell, when we're referring to data that
you need to provision |line sharing | oops, we're
tal ki ng about preordering information. Ordering, you
have to have all that information before you place an
order, so the fact that you don't have a GJ to get
that information -- you do have that. You have TCNet
to get preordering information, and it has been
| oaded with each of those 30 el enents.

Q It's SBC s position, isn't it, that -- or
I"'msorry. It's Aneritech's position in this
arbitration that we can't do |line sharing over
fiber-fed loops. |Is that correct?

MR ASHBY: (bjection; beyond the scope of
redirect.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, this is going to

information that the witness has testified is
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avai |l abl e that supposedly can be used for

provisioning of line sharing. | just have a couple
questions to get there. 1It's a foundationa
questi on.

EXAM NER WOODS: Go ahead.

A ["msorry. Wuld you repeat the
question?
Q | don't remenber it now. |It's correct

that SBCis -- or Ameritech is taking the position in
this arbitration that Covad and Rhythns cannot do
line sharing across fiber -fed | oops.

A Ckay. | think that's better answered by a
technical witness, because on the GSS, fromthe OSS
perspective, if Anmeritech were to make that
avai |l abl e, OSS can nake it happen. So it's not -- we
don't make that decision as OSS.

Q But it's your understanding that that's
SBC s position here.

A That woul d be ny under st andi ng.

Q kay. And there is information in the
dat abases, isn't there, that will tell us, tel

Covad, where fiber-fed | oops are located in the
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A Can you give nme just a m nute?

Q Sure.

(Brief pause in the proceedings.)

A Ckay. So you're saying -- the question
you're asking me, is there information that woul d
tell you if the loop is fiber?

Q No. | 'masking is there information in

t he databases that would tell ne where fiber is

depl oyed?
A I would have to assume that because we
have agreed to provide you with two -- at |least two

el ements, what portion of |oop that is copper or
fiber, type of |oop, copper or fiber, Iength of |oop
that is copper or fiber, so | would have to assune
that we are providing that inf ormation.

Q Now that's for a specific |oop though
correct?

Yes, that would be a specific |oop

Q

Ckay.

>

Based on address or tel ephone nunber.

But the database contains infornation that

Q
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will tell me where fiber is deployed so that, for
exampl e, Covad coul d determ ne whether or not it
wants to provision line sharing out of an office that
may have nore fiber than copper. Correct?

A It is ny understanding that we do not have
a database that tells you whether it's fiber -- 1
mean that has only fiber loops init. |1Is that what
you' re asking me? You're asking ne a technica
question | don't know. | don't use that database. |
don't know that there is information stored |ike
t hat .

Q Vell, let's assunme for a nonent that to
provide informati on about whether or not a loop is
fiber or copper, Aneritech has to have that

information stored in a dat abase sonewhere

Correct?
A Correct.
Q And wouldn't it also be correct that the

information i n that database could be accessed not
just on a loop specific basis but in the aggregate?
A See, that's getting into design versus

actual, and I amnot the expert on that. | don't
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know t hat .

Q So you can't tell me whether there is
information in the databases that Aneritech is not
provi ding that Covad could use to determ ne where to
depl oy line sharing froma network depl oynent
st andpoi nt .

A | cannot tell you that because, in ny
opi nion, we are providing everyt hing you've asked
for, so you're asking ne a question that is there
sonet hing nore that you want and we're not giving it
to you, and ny answer to that was no.

Q Now you testified on redirect that you

provi de access to data through OSS and that you are

not filtering that access. |Is that correct?
A That's right.
Q So then is it Ameritech's position that

Covad, as long as it's willing to figure out howto
get the data, can have access to all of the
nonproprietary data in Areritech' s back -end
dat abases?

A Vll, | think there's an el enent of that

question that as long as you know how to get it, it's
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there. The information that you' ve asked f or is
there, and we teach you how to get that information

and we have training for CLECs on how to use the

dat abase -- how to use the information that they
require.
Q. Ckay. That didn't answer ny question.
A Ckay.
Q Is it correct to say that Ameritech wll

al  ow Covad and Rhyt hnms access to all nonproprietary
information in its database?

A | don't think that's our position. |
think our position is we'll provide you with anything
that we can that's technically feasible that you ask
for.

Q kay. So then when you say that you're
not providing filtered access, | nean you are
providing filtered access. You can't have it one way
or the other. You can't say |I'mnot providing
filtered access, but you can't have access to all the
i nf ormati on.

A Vll, | guess | missed -- we're using

filtered differently because to nme filtered is that
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we' re taking sone portion of the information and
keeping that or we're changing it, the information we
give you. If it's stored in the database and it's an
el emrent that you' ve asked for, we give you that
el ement exactly as it's stored. W don't filter that
el ement of information.

Q But there's other information in the
dat abase that you aren't providing us.

A That woul d be true for the exanple APTCS
has pricing init, Pacific Bell pricing init. W
woul dn't provide that to you. | nean there would be

no need to provide that.

Q That PacBel |l pricing would be proprietary,
correct?

A No. Qur pricing is public. | nmeanit's
intariffs.

Q. So PacBel |l doesn't consider its pricing to

be proprietary information?

A No. If we file for the cost of a single
measured business line, it's in atariff. 1It's just
for information for our retail reps to price out an

order.
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Isn't it correct, Ms. Jacobson, that you
could tell by looking at Aneritech databases whet her
a household is served by two phone |ines or not?

A Yeah. There should be two nunbers.

Q And haven't CLECs asked to have access to
information to determ ne whether a house is served by
two phone |ines?

A You can ask for the custoner service
record. It details everything the customer has,

i ncluding their features.

Q I's it your understanding that CLECs have
asked to be able to determne this information from
prequalification during the POR sessions?

A Prequalification, you' re tal king about
| oop prequalification?

Q Loop, yes.

A Well, prequalification for a loop is only
one designator, and that's the length of the | oop
If you' re tal king about |oop qualification, then |oop
qualification is the list of conponents that are in

nmy testinony.
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Q And if one |loop, for exanple, t o a house
was not eligible for line sharing, another one m ght
be. Correct?

A Unlikely. If it's too long, it's too
| ong.

Q Well, but one could have load coils, the
ot her not, correct?

A In a prequalification node you woul dn't
knowif it had load coils. You would only know the
I ength of the | oop.

Q Well, one could be DLC and anot her could
be copper, correct?

A | don't know that.

Q VWl l, we've established that Project
Pronto is an overlay network, right?

A. Ri ght .

MR ASHBY: (bjection; beyond the scope of
redirect.

MR DEANHARDT: I'mstill trying to explore,
Your Honor, information that they said is avail able
on redirect.

MR VAN BEBBER | didn't ask any questions
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EXAM NER WOODS: | think we're getting a little
far afield.

MR, DEANHARDT: All right.

Q VWether a | oop is copper or fiber though
is one of the elenents that you' re going to provide?

A Yes, it is.

MR DEANHARDT: |'m finished, Your Honor

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

MR, ASHBY: Not hing further.

EXAM NER WOODS: (Ckay. M. Reed?

MR REED: (Shakes head in the negative.)

EXAM NER WDODS: Thank you, ma'am You may step
down.

(Wtness excused.)
Call the next witness.

MR BINNIG CQur next w tness, Your Honor, is

Betty Schl ackman
(Whereupon Ameritech Illinois
Exhibits 1.0 and 1.1 were

marked for identification.)
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BETTY SCHLACKNMAN
called as a witness on behalf of Ameritech Illinois,
havi ng been first duly sworn, was exam ned and
testified as foll ows:
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR VAN BEBBER:
Q Ms. Schl ackman, woul d you state your nane,

full name, and business address for the record,

pl ease?
THE W TNESS:
A Yes. M name is Betty Schlackman. It's

S-CGCHL-AAGCK-MA-N M business address is 308
Sout h Akard, Room 730, Al, Dallas, Texas 75202.

Q And do you have Aneritech Illinois Exhibit
1.0 in front of you?

A Yes, | do.

Q And what is that?

A That is the direct testinmony of myself on
behal f of Anmeritech Illinois.

Q And do you have Ameritech Exhibit 1.1 in
front of you?

A That woul d be the POTS Splitter DLEC- Oanned
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di agram
Q No. | believe that's your suppl enental
A Ch, I'msorry, the suppl enmenta
testimony. Yes, | do.

Q And what is the title on Areritech Exhibit

1.17

A Suppl emental Verified Statement of Betty
Schl ackman on Behal f of Ameritech Il1inois.

Q. And were Anmeritech Exhibits 1.0 and 1.1

prepared by you or under your supervision?
A Yes, they were.
Q Ckay. Are there any changes that you have

to make to either of those two exhibits?

A Yes. | have sonme changes that | need to
make, please, to Aneritech Illinois Exhibit 1.0.
MR VAN BEBBER. And I'I| state for the record

that we have addi tional copies, but they're strictly
m nor, typographical type changes, so if any of the
parties would |ike an additional copy, we'll be glad
to provide it, but we think they're few and trivia
enough that she can just state themfor the record.

Q Wul d you tell us what those changes are,
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A Yes. On page 7, line 11, replace "SWBT"
with "Areritech Il1inois".

On page 16, line 22, replace the word

"required" with the word "requested".

M5. H GHTMAN: Coul d you just state that one
agai n, what page?

A The first one?

MS. H GHTMAN:. The second one.

A It's page 16, line 22.

M5. HGHTMAN: |I'mslow. What was the change?

A Pl ease replace the word "required” to
"requested".

M5. H GHTMAN:  Thank you.
A On page 19, line 17, replace the "June
27th" with "June 20t h".

Page 29, line 23, replace "SWBT" with
"Areritech Illinois". Page 30, line 1, page 37,
line 1, those sanme changes.

Page 42, lines 17 through 21, please omt

the question and the --

MR REED: I'msorry. I'msorry. | can't wite
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that fast.

M5. HHGHTMAN: | can't turn that fast.

MR REED: Ckay. 30 and 377

A Pages 30 and 37, to replace -- on lines 1.

MR REED: Right.

A Strike "SWBT", insert "Aneritech
[11inois".

MR REED: Okay.

A And that's for both of those pages.

On page 42, 17 through 21, please onmt the
question, and on the follow ng page at the top it has
an A, Just omt that, please, as well.

Page 45, line 8, please add the words
"central office".

M5. H GHTMAN: \Were are we at again?

A You' re adding that, please, on line --
excuse ne just a mnute. Line 8 where it says -- let
me read how it should read now, and 1'll read to the
end of that first line. "Aneritech Illinois wll

respond to all central office trouble as quickly as
possible, often in |less than 24".

On the next line, line 9, that sentence now



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

shoul d read, "hours (excludi ng weekends and
hol i days) .

And on page 48, line 17, replace the word
"each", E-A-CH wth the word "the", T-HE. After
the word cross-connect please add the word "rate
element”. At the end of that |line 17 and carrying on
to 18, please delete "tine and | abor necessary to do

the work"” and pl ease replace with "invest nent

required".
And finally, one change, |I'msorry, back on

page 30. This is a clarification. On line 16 where

it reads, "Areritech Illinois will", please add "up
and until July 27th, 2000."
That represents all the changes to ny
t esti nmony.
Q Those are all your changes? GCkay. Wth

t hose changes, do you believe that your statements in
Aneritech Exhibits 1.0 and 1.1 are true and correct
to the best of your information and belief?

A Yes, | do.

MR VAN BEBBER  Your Honor, we would nove that

Aneritech Illinois Exhibits 1.0 and 1.1 be admtted
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into evidence.

EXAM NER WDCODS: (hj ecti ons?

MR. DEANHARDT: No obj ecti on.

MR REED: No objection, subject to cross.

MR DEANHARDT: Subject to cross as well.

EXAM NER WOODS: The docunents are admtted
wi t hout obj ection.

(Whereupon Ameritech Illinois
Exhibits 1.0 and 1.1 were
recei ved i nto evidence.)

MR VAN BEBBER: | tender the witness.

EXAM NER WOODS: He's avail able for cross.

MR, DEANHARDT: Your Honor, if you could wait
one second. Wth that |ast change, | need to find
sonet hi ng el se.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

(Brief pause in the proceedings.)

MR DEANHARDT: Ckay. Thank y ou.

CRCSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DEANHARDT:
Q Good afternoon, Ms. Schl acknan.

A Good afternoon.
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Q You work for SBC Managenent Services
correct?
A Yes, | do.

Q And you' ve never worked for Ameritech
Il'linois, have you?

A No.

Q And you' ve never worked for any Ameritech
entity, have you?

A No.

Q And you're here to testify today to
explain Ameritech's position on the ternms and
conditions that Covad and Rhythnms shoul d receive for
line sharing. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Ckay. \Who at Ameritech deci ded that
Aneritech would voluntarily provide CLECs to
splitters? And dollars to donuts? Wuld voluntarily
provide splitters to CLECs?

A Well, the network organization that's
represented by all thirteen states, that |eadership
is where the decision was nade ultimately to provide

splitters voluntarily to CLECs on a line-at-a-time
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Q Who fromAmeritech Illinois is on that

net wor k teantf?
Gary Kitchens.

VWhat does M. Kitchens do?

Do you sit in those neetings?

No, | do not.

o » O > O

Ckay. So you don't know what

He's the president of Ameritech Illinois.

M. Kitchens' position for Areritech is on the fact

that Ameritech would voluntarily provide splitters to

CLECs, do you?

A Yes, | do believe | know that.

Q Vel |, you know what the group decided,

correct?

A I know col l ectively what the conpanies

deci ded, yes, in the network departnent.

Q And you' ve never discussed this with

M. Kitchens, have you?

A Not personally, no.

Q So you know what the group deci ded, but

you don't know if M. Kitchen's opinions,

for
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exanpl e, differed.
A My understanding is that M. Kitchens'

opi nions did not differ.

Q But you' ve never discussed that with him
A Not personally, no
Q Isit also this group -- well, what is

this network group that you just tal ked about ?
A The network organi zation
Q And t hat network organization has

responsibility for all thirteen SBC states at this

poi nt ?
A Yes.
Q So SBC considers line sharing to be a

thirteen-state issue?
A Vll, it's athirteen-state offering.
Q So what SWBT does, for exanple, in line

sharing is the sane thing that Aneritech does in line

shari ng.
A No.
Q. Ckay. Are there any differences in your

testi nmony between what Ameritech is offering and what

SWBT is offering?
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Yes.
Q What ?
A Vll, in terns of the product, the

functionality of the product will be the sane. The
terms and conditions are dependent on different
states, collocation tariffs that they have, and ot her
tariffs and considerations of that operating company
that made terns and conditions perhaps different.

Q So pricing.

A Per haps.

Q Ckay. But the decision about who will own
the splitter, thirteen-state?

A Yes.

Q The deci si on about where the splitter wll
go, thirteen-state?

A Yes.

Q The deci sion about port at a tine or shelf

at atine, thirteen-state?

A Yes.

Q The deci sion about test access, thirteen-
state?

A Yes.
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Q The deci si on about provisioning Iine
sharing over fiber-fed |oops, that's thirteen states?
A We don't do line sharing on fiber |oops.

It's technically not possible.

Q We'|l get to that, but that's thirteen
st at es?

A We don't do that, so it's not thirteen
states. It's no state.

Q Ckay. Then who at Aneritech decided that
Aneritech woul d not make |ine sharing across
fiber-fed | oops available to Covad and Rhyt hns?

A It is a technically infeasible argunent.

It is not a matter of decision making. It's a matter
that there's no technical way you can line share with
fiberoptics.

Q If it was technically feasible, would
Aneritech do it?

A You' re asking me a rhetorical question. |
just explained to you it's technically not feasible.
Line sharing is an anal og service, and fiberoptics is
a digital transm ssion node. You don't share a fiber

loop with digital services.
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MR, DEANHARDT: Your Honor, may | approach the
Wi t ness?

EXAM NER WOODS:  Sure.

MR, DEANHARDT: Your Honor, we're going to mark

this as Schl ackman Cross 1.

EXAM NER WOODS: | think we've been marking them

as Covad Schl ackman Cross 1.
MR DEANHARDT: Ckay.
(Wher eupon Covad Schl ackman
Cross Exhibit 1 was marked
for identification.)
Q Ms. Schl ackman, do you recogni ze the
docunent that 1've just handed you as what SBC refers

to as an Accessible Letter?

A Yes.
Q And what is an Accessible Letter?
A VWell, ny understanding is that it's a

letter that the ILECs provide the conpetitive |ocal
exchange carriers to tal k about changes in the
networ k, new products and services, and so it's a
conmuni cation tool for the industry.

Q So it's aletter that says to the CLECs



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

80809

here's a product or service that SBCis going to
offer. Correct?

A That coul d be.

Q Coul d you please | ook at the top of the
first page of this Accessible Letter? It has the
Aneritech logo on it, doesn't it?

A Yes.

Q And it says that this is a New Product
Announcenent Whol esal e Broadband Ser vice - Il1inois,

I ndi ana, M chi gan, Chio, Wsconsin. Correct?

A Correct.
Q Now this is dated May 24, 2000, correct?
A Correct.

Q And what date did you file your verified

statenment in this proceedi ng?

A | don't renenber.
Q Was it May 25th or 26th? Do you recall?
A | don't renenber.
Q Now i f you could please | ook at the first

par agraph of this docunent on the first page, could
you pl ease read that paragraph into the record?

A "This Accessible Letter is intended to
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announce a new product to be nade avail abl e by the
SBC i ncunbent LECs (Sout hwestern Bell, Pacific Bell,
Nevada Bell, Anmeritech, and SNET) to CLECs for the
pur pose of provisioning an xDSL service over the
network architecture the SBC ILECs are deploying in
conjunction with Project Pronto."

Q Now t he network architecture that SBC

| LECs are deploying in conjunction with Project

Pronto is a fiber-fed architecture. 1Isn't that
correct?

A That is correct.

Q Coul d you pl ease | ook at Attachnment 2 to

Covad Schl ackman Cross 1 to this Accessible Letter
and turn to, if you ook in the top right -hand
corner, flip until you find page 18.

A All right.

Q And actually I should have started here.
Let's back up to page 16, and do you see here that
Attachnent 2 is entitled SBC Broadband Service: CLEC
Overview? |s that correct?

A Yes, | do.

Q Now i f you flip back to page 18, at the
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top of the page it says there are three -- it says
that SBC will provide -- okay. It says, "Wth the
depl oynment of this infrastructure, SBC will be
offering to the CLEC conmunity a new whol esal e
service to provide CLECs the capability to utilize
this infrastructure and establish a DSL service for
an end user. SBC will provide this service in three
basic configurations: (1) Line Shared Data; (2)
Stand- Al one Data Only; (3) Integrated Voice and
Data.” Do you see that?

A Yes. That is our product offering.

Q And you see where it says Line Shared Data
in the heading bel ow that, ri ght?

A Yes, | do.

Q And can you please read for ne the first
sentence of the paragraph underneath the headi ng Line
Shar ed Data?

A "The first configuration CLECs will be
provided is for situations in which a CLEC wi shes to
provide a DSL service to an end user over SBC s NGLC
infrastructure by using only the high frequency

portion of a voice and data loop (i.e., the DSL
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portion of the Ioop)."

Q And t he next sentence, please

A "SBC will provide this product offering by
provi si oni ng the high frequency portion of the |oop
over the NGDLC and feeder/distribution copper.”

Q Now NGDLC i s the equi pnent that nakes --
that lights the fiber. Correct?

A No. The equiprment that |lights the fiber
is the multiplexer. WlIl, yes, the DSLAMis part of
the multiplexer. 1It's not part of the transport.
That woul d be correct.

Q Can you -- actually you can read this to
yoursel f. The second paragraph on page 18, do you
see where it says, "In the line shared data the
network servi ce arrangenents provided to CLECs wi ||
consi st of the followi ng:"?

A Yes, | do.

Q Coul d you read that paragraph and tell me
when you' re finished?

A Ckay. If you don't mind, too, |I'm going
to read the first paragraph in full to nyself as

wel | .
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(Pause in the proceedings.)

A Gkay. |I'mfinished.

Q Ckay. Now this sentence says that in the
I ine shared data the network service arrangenents
provided to CLECs will consist of a number of things,
and fiber is included in that list, isn't it?

A Yes. Are you saying -- you said use of
the dedicated fiber?

Q Actually it says use of the OC-3c
dedi cated fiber fromthe NGDLC --

A RT to the fiber distribution frame and
delivered to the optical concentrator device

Q Ckay. You can set that aside for now,
Ms. Schl ackman.

You are not an engi neer, are you?

A Not by trade, no.

Q And you don't have an engi neeri ng degree?
A No.

Q You' ve never been a central office

techni ci an, have you?

A No.
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And you' ve never been a central office

super vi sor, have you?

o » O > O

Yes.

Have you?

Yes.

When was that?
1974, 1975.

| didn't remenber from Kansas.

You have never done any outside plant

engi neering work yoursel f, have you?

A

Q

No.

And you' ve never done any cab

mai nt enance work yourself, have you?

A

Q

t here.

A

VWl |, sonmewhat. Strike duty.

(Laught er)

e

I was going to say, | won't even go

| was supervising cable maintenance at the

time of the strike in 1983, so, yes, | d

d do

cross-connects and some air pressure readi ngs and

things like that to assist in the strike.

Q

You aren't an expert on GSS,

are you?
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A No.

Q And you're not a |lawer either, are you?
A No.

Q And thank God for small favors?

A Yes.

Q You don't have a | aw degree, do you?

A No.

Q Now there's lots of cites in your

testinmony to various FCC and court decisions, aren't

t here?
A Yes.
Q Now you're not testifying as to the | ega

meani ng of those decisions, are you?

A | amtestifying that in the reading of
those, that | incorporated those paragraphs in ny
testinmony to establish the basis for ny understandi ng
and for our decisions that we nade.

Q Well, but you' re not testifying as a |l ega
expert on the neaning of the FCC s orders, are you?

A No, |'m not.

Q And you're not testifying as a | ega

expert on the neaning of the court's decision in the
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GIE case, are you?

A I"mtestifying, again, in the plain

readi ng of the order and applying it to ny business

that I know very well.

Q But you're testifying as to its |egal
meani ng.
A Vell, in awy, yes. | nean |'mnot a

lawyer, but I'mreading it and |I'm applying that
pl ai n | anguage to support the decisions that
Aneritech Illinois is nmaking.

Q Have you ever discussed the FCC s Line

Sharing Order with anybody at the FCC?

Yes.
Q Whont?
A I was on ex parte neetings.
Q Prior to the FCC order com ng out.
A No, | have not.
Q No, I"'msorry. Wre those ex parte

meetings prior to the FCC order com ng out?
A Yes.
Q So not after the FCC order cane out.

A Ri ght .
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Q So you haven't tal ked to anybody at the

FCC about the interpretation of the FCC order since

the FCC order cane out. |Is that correct?
A That's correct.
Q Now, you are familiar with central office

POTS splitters, aren't you?

A Oh, yes.

Q And POTS splitters are used to separat e
and reconbi ne the voice and data signals on the
| oop. Correct?

A That's correct.

Q Now you can al so have a splitter for use
at the network interface device at the end user's

premise. That's correct?

A Correct.
Q For purposes of what we're going to
di scuss, until | tell you otherw se, can we agree

that when | refer to POIS splitters that I'm
referring to central office POTS splitters?

A That's fine.

Q It's true, isn't it, that the only way to

access the HFPL froma DSLAMis through a POTS
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splitter?

A Yes, that would be correct of the
technol ogy that's existing today.

Q Ckay. And it's SBC Areritech's position
that it can determ ne how and where to provision the
splitter based on its contention that it has no | ega
obligation to provide the splitter. Corr ect?

A Coul d you repeat your question?

Q Certainly. 1It's SBC Aneritech's position
that it can determ ne how and where to provision the
splitter based on its contention that it has no | egal

obligation to provide the splitter

A VWhen Aneritech Illinois provides the
option for the CLEC to purchase an Ameritech Illinois
splitter, then Areritech Illinois feels that it is

their decision where the best place in its centra
of fice space to place their splitter

Q Ckay. And that's at |least partially based
on the notion that Ameritech Illinois has said that
it has no legal obligation to provide splitter
functionality to the CLECs. 1Is that correct?

A VWell, | don't disagree with your
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statenment, but | don't know that | agree with the way
you're referencing it to the position that | just
stated that when we offer the splitter, that we would
pl ace the splitter in the nost efficient place in our
central office building.

Q Wl |, okay. But you do say in your
testinmony that Aneritech believes that it has no
I egal obligation to provide splitter functionality to
the CLECs. Correct?

A Yes, and | believe that the order that
canme out fromthe FCC | ast Friday supports that as
wel | .

Q Wl |, you just dropped a new one on re.
What order are you referring to?

A The Sout hwestern Bell 271 relief order
The FCC commented in that that |ILECs do not have to
own splitters

Q We'll have to find that.

A O provide splitters.

Q Isn't it also true though that what the
FCC said is they're not going to consider line

sharing as part of SWBT's Texas 271 application
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because, in fact, line sharing had not been ordered
when the appli cation was filed?

EXAM NER WOODS: | have no idea what you just
said, and |'msure she doesn't either.

MR DEANHARDT: |'m sorry.

Q Isn't it correct that the FCC said in th at
order that you're referring that it's not going to
consider line sharing as part of determ ni ng whet her
or not SWBT shoul d have 271 authority in Texas
because |ine sharing had not been ordered at the tine
that SWBT filed its testinony -- or filed its

appl i cation?

A | don't have any know edge of that.
Q You' ve read the order?

A No, | have not.

Q Ckay.

A Not in entirety. | just read the

par agr aphs around |ine sharing.

Q Ckay. But | just tal ked about a line
sharing issue, and you haven't read that?

A I have no know edge of the statenment you

just said, no.
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ass.
| apol ogi ze, Your Honor.
EXAM NER WOODS: That's all right.
Q Your testinony doesn't mention 47 CFR

Section 51.319(h)(4), does it?

A If you would point me to ny t estinony
where you think it mght, | could [ook, but I don't
recall.

Q | don't think that it does at all, which

was the question that | asked.

MR. VAN BEBBER  Coul d you repeat that citation
pl ease?

MR DEANHARDT: Sure; 47 CFR 51.319(h)(4).

Your Honor, before we -- or maybe we can
answer this question and then nove forward, but af ter
that can we take a short break?

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.
(Pause in the proceedings.)
MR VAN BEBBER |Is there a question?
EXAM NER WOODS: | know there's a question, but

is there a point to the question?



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

82822

MR DEANHARDT: Well, the question was, the
question was, did you refer to it in your testinony?

EXAM NER WOODS: Let's assunme that she didn't.
kay? |Is there a point to be made?

MR DEANHARDT: It was after that, but I'II tell
you what. Wsat | want to do is, given the witness's
testinmony, | want to see this order. Maybe this
solves the problem maybe it doesn't, but it could.

I want to take a look at this order and see if
there's a lot of stuff here that | can save sone tine
on or not.

EXAM NER WOODS: (Ckay. Does anybody have a copy
of the order?

MR BINNNG | do, Your Honor.

MR, DEANHARDT: |'m assum ng that, given that
she's not a |l awyer, that one of the | awers does.

MR BINNIG | do.

EXAM NER WOODS: Let's go off the record.

(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an
of f -the-record di scussion

transpired.)
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EXAM NER WOODS: Let's take 15, starting back

3: 00.

at

(Wher eupon a short recess was

t aken.)

EXAM NER WOODS: W' Il go back on the r ecord.

MR. DEANHARDT:

ne

is

Q Ms. Schl ackman, you've heard the termli
splitting before?

A Yes, | have.

Q And line splitting, as the FCC has been
recently using it, is different than |line sharing,
isn't it?

A They' ve made a distinction in this order.
It's the first time I've heard the termline
splitting when | read the order today.

Q And |line sharing, as you understand it

when a CLEC |i ke Covad wants to share the sane |ine

that an ILEC |i ke Aneritech is providing voice

across. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And |

considering it,

ine splitting, as the FCCis

is the situation that pertains when
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anot her CLEC, |ike AT&T, wants to order a UNEP or UNE
platformloop froman |ILEC, have that |oop connected

through an ILEC splitter, and then pass off the data

portion of that loop to a data CLEC. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now the FCC s Line Sharing Order at this
point in tine has only made a UNE out of line
sharing. Correct?

A The FCC s order, are you talking about the
Li ne Sharing O der?

Q The Line Sharing O der.

A In 99-355?
Q Yes.
A That Line Sharing Order never identified a

splitter as an unbundl ed network el ement.
Q But that's not the question that | asked.
The question that | asked is, the Line Sharing O der
does not -- or the Line Sharing Order did draw a
di stinction between an | LEC providi ng voi ce service
and anot her CLEC providing voice service, didn't it?
A Yes.

Q Ckay. And the Line Sharing Order only
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they provide their own voice service. Correct?
A And it's refreshing to hear a CLEC state

that. Thank you.

Q That's what the order said. Correct?

A Yes.

Q VWether or not we agree with it, that's
what it said. And you can tell |I'mnot an AT&T
att or ney.

Now, as you just did a nonent ago, your
testinmony argues that one of the reasons that
Aneritech is not required to provide splitter
functionality is that the splitter is not a UNE. Is
that correct?

A That is one of the reasons.

Q But SBC/ Aneritech is required to provide
junpers. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Ckay. And junpers aren't UNEs, are they?

A No.

Q kay. And if SBCis going to use an

internediate frame, then SBC/ Aneritech is required to
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provide the tie-cables that connect between the MDF
and the I DF, correct?

A Whul d you repeat your question again?

Q Sure. |If SBC/ Anmeritech is going to use an
internediate frame to provision a UNE, an |IDF, then
SBC/ Aneritech is required to provide the tie-cable
that connects between the MDF and the IDF. Correct?

A Yes. W will provision tie-cables. W
won't provide themto CLECs without a charge, but we
provide the tie-cables initially when we build the
frame.

Q And you're required to do that, right?

A VWll, we have to have conductivity between
the franes, yes

EXAM NER WDODS: When you say required, are you
talking in terms of a |l egal requirenment or sone
principle of physics? Because | think it's unclear
what you're tal king about.

MR DEANHARDT: Thank you, Your Honor

Q In this case I'"mtal king about there's a
| egal requirenment that SBC provide that tie-cable.

Correct?
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A No, | don't know that. | was thinking
more that it was nore of a physical connection.

Q But without that connection, there's no
way to access the unbundl ed | oop. Correct?

A Vwell, if the CLECs wanted access to the
unbundl ed | oop, and that unbundl ed | oop was made
available at the -- for instance, if the CLEC owned a
splitter and they provided their tie cables on
what ever frane it was, then they would have access to
the hi gh frequency portion of the | oop when we run
the cross-connects to that.

Q CLECs can provide the tie-cable that runs
between the MDF and the IDF in the conf iguration that
M. Snal |l wood testified about?

A No. | was tal king about getting access to
the hi gh frequency portion of the loop fromthe
splitter to the frame where the CFA cabli ng is
t er m nat ed.

Q And ny question focused the area in
between the MDF and the IDF, that tie-cable that
connects between the MDF and the |DF.

A Yes.
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Q Let's go back to jumpers for a second,
cone back to tie-cables. As we established a couple
of days ago, junpers are sonetinmes referred to as
cross-connects. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now | 'mgoing to try to stick with junper,
but if I fall over into cross-connect, can you agree
with me that we're tal king about the sane thing?

A I can agree to that.

Q Ckay, and we're tal king about the wiring
that runs froma bl ock on one side of a frame to the
bl ock on the other side of the frane.

A Al right.

Q O runs between two bl ocks on a frane |
guess | should say. Technically | guess the bl ocks
could be on the sane side of the frame, couldn't
t hey?

A Yes.

Q But it's the wire that runs from one bl ock
to another within a frane.

A Correct.

Q Now SBC/ Aneritech is required to provide
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t hose jumpers because those junpers are necessary to
access the unbundled | oop. Correct?

A Yes.

Q And as the Area Manager of Network
Regul atory for SBC, you are aware, are you not, that
the FCC concluded in the Local Conpetition First
Report and Order that an incunbent LEC s duty to
provi de access constitutes a duty to provide a
connection to a network el ement independent of the
Tel ecom Act, Section 251(c)(2)?

A No, I'mnot aware of that specific cite.

MR DEANHARDT: Counsel ?

MR VAN BEBBER  Yes.

MR DEANHARDT: |'m going First and Report
Order, but | don't have enough copies. [It's awfully
big. Are you guys okay?

MR. VAN BEBBER Can you give ne the page and
par agraph cite?

MR DEANHARDT: Sure. W' re going to paragraph
269, which, given the way these things print on page
nunbers, it's probably easier to just give you the

par agr aph nunber.
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Your Honor, may | approach the w tness?

EXAM NER WOODS:  Yes.

Q Ms. Schl ackman, |1'm showi ng you paragraph
269 of the Local Conpetition First Report and Order.
Do you have that in front of you?

A Yes.

Q Can you look at the -- well, why don't you
read the paragraph to yourself so you have the whol e

context, please, and |let nme know when you're

fini shed.
(Pause in the proceedings.)
A Ckay. |'ve read that.
Q Ckay. And it says, doesn't it, that an

i ncunbent LEC s duty to provide access constit utes a
duty to provide a connection to network el ements
i ndependent of Section 251(c)(2) of the Tel ecom Act?
A Are you reading this word for word or
what ?
Q Actually that time, no, but that's what it
says, doesn't it?
A I don't know what all these sections refer

to, so without reading the sections and reflecting on
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the neaning of it, | don't know that that's what it
says.

Q It does say though that the access -- |
believe in the | ast sent ence of the paragraph it says
t hough that the access nmust be -- the required access
must be provided under rates, terns and conditions
that apply to unbundl ed el enents. Correct?

A Yes, that's what this says.

Q kay. If you'll turn to paragraph 386 of
the First Report and Order, do you have that?

A Yes.

Q Sorry; it's on the back side. Do you see
i n paragraph 386 where it says that incunmbent LECs
must provide cross-connect facilities, for exanple,
bet ween an unbundl ed | oop and a requesting carrier's
col | ocated equi pment in or der to provide access to
that | oop?

A Yes.

Q "As we conclude in section (4)(d) above
an i ncunbent LEC nust take steps necessary to allow a
conpetitor to conmbine its own facilities with the

i ncunbent LEC s unbundl ed network el ements.” Do you
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A Yes.

Q Now t he HFPL is an unbundl ed network
el enent, correct?

A Yes.

Q Thank you

Now, are you, as the Area Manager of

Net wor k Regul atory, are you aware of Section 51.307
of the Code of Federal Regul ations?

A I would have to ook at it to read it and
see.

Q Let's start with a foundation. You're
aware, aren't you, that the Code of Federa
Regul ations are the rules that the FCC pronul gates to
put its orders into effect?

A Yes.

Q And SBC/ Aneritech has to foll ow those
rules, correct?

A I woul d assunme so.

Q Are you aware that those rules provide a
duty to provide access to UNEs that includes a duty

to provide a connection to an unbundl ed network
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el ement i ndependent of any duty to provide
i nterconnection pursuant to other rul es?

A O her than you're just reading it from
there. | nmean | understand the concept, and | agree

with the concept.

Q Ckay.

A I don't know all the |egal term nol ogy
behind it.

Q That's fine. Actually |I was asking about

the concept, so that's fine. Thank you

And are you aware that incunbent LECs are
required to provide requesting carriers access to the
el ement, including all of the unbundl ed network
element's features, functions, and capabilities, in a
manner that allows the requesting carrier to provide
any service that can be offered by neans of that
net wor k el ement ?

A Yes, and |'mal so aware that the order
that | just referenced Friday doesn't include the
functionality of a splitter as part of the UNE for
the high frequency portion of the | oop

Q Sure, and we'll do that on briefing, but



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

83834

the order you were | ooking at on Friday was referring
primarily to line splitting, wasn't it?

A No. It was |line sharing.

Q Well, didn't the paragraphs that you read
fromcone out of the section that referred to line
splitting?

A I"d have to read it again to see, but it
specifically was referring to |ine sharing.

Q Vll, | guess we'll see when we brief it,
but. You don't recall whether it said line splitting
or line sharing?

A | recall it saying |ine sharing.

Q You don't recall the section prior to the
section on line splitting referring to |ine sharing?

A I'd have to look at it.

Q So you don't recall there being two

sections, one on line sharing and one on line

splitting?
A No.
Q As the Area Manager of Network Regul atory,

is it your understanding that if the 1CC, the

Illinois Comrerce Comm ssion, wanted to, it could
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create its own UNEs separate and i ndependent of what
t he FCC does?

A I"mnot aware of the legalities of what
the different conm ssions have authority to do.

Q So your testinony here then does not go to
the issue of whether or not the I CC coul d exercise
i ndependent discretion with respect to naking the
splitter a UNE

A No, | have no know edge of that.

Q Now, there are basically three general
varieties of POIS splitters that we've been tal king
about, correct? Franme nounted, rack nounted, and

integrated with a DSLAM

A Correct.

Q Now, a POTS splitter is a passive devi ce,
correct?

A Correct.

Q And that neans it doesn't require any
power .

A Correct.

Q Now, instead, the splitter uses DC

capacitors to block the | ow frequency signals in the
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POTS range fromtraveling across the circuit fromthe
splitter to the DSLAM Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now, the frame-nmountable splitters that
we're tal king about, those are designed to be mounted
on a distribution frame. Correct?

A Wll, no, they' re not designed to be
mounted on a distribution franme. They' re designed to
be mounted on a rack or a frane, anywhere.

Q Well, to put themon a rack, you'd have to
nmodi fy the rack, correct?

A | don't know that you woul d.

Q A frame-nountable splitter will fit in a
standard relay rack shel f?

A | suppose it could. There are |ILECs that
we have been told are putting themon a relay rack
US West.

MR, DEANHARDT: Your Honor, |'mgoing to ask
that that [ast comment be stricken as hearsay because
I know the answer, but | can't testify, and it's
hear say.

EXAM NER WOODS:  You know the answer? Wat's
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MR DEANHARDT: Well, the answer is that they're
putting themon franmes in Denver and in Eden Prai rie
Central O fice in Mnnesota. In the Denver central
office, | can't renenber the nanme of the Denver --
Dry Creek Central Ofice and in the Eden Prairie
Central Ofice in Mnnesota they're not putting them
on racks, but.

EXAM NER WOODS: | thought you just said they
were. So you disagree with what she just said.

MR. DEANHARDT:  Yes.

EXAM NER WOODS: Ckay. That's clear. Co
ahead.

MR, DEANHARDT:

Q Have you ever considered the question of
how you woul d nount a frame-nmountable splitter on a
relay rack?

A No.

Q Now a relay rack -- let's cone back.

Ckay. Can you please turn to Attachment 2
to your testinony, which is Exhibit 1.0, Ameritech

1.07?
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(Pause in the proceedings.)

A Can | go get ny binder?

Q Sure.

A Excuse nme. |'msorry.

Q Do you have a copy of Attachnment 2 of your

testinmony in front of you now?

A Yes, | do.

Q Now Attachment 2 is the representation of
how Aneritech would provide line-at-a-tine splitter
functionality according to your testinony. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now Attachnent 2 shows the use of ten
bl ocks on the distribution franes, doesn't it?

A The bl ocks that | show where you coul d
provi sion many servi ces on sone bl ocks, when | drew
this out | didn't draw the blocks to state that all
of those bl ocks would be required on the frane. That
was just so that the cross connections wouldn't all
run together and be in close proximty, so, no, it
does not take that many bl ocks. That was just so
that | could show the cross-connects individually,

but the tie-cable blocks are in bl ocks of 100, and we
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block. So this |looks |like there's one cross -connect
per bl ock, and there's not.

Q kay. Let's walk through this then.

You' ve got the cable and pair block on the far
right -hand side of your diagramon the MDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And that has to be there for |ine sharing
under the situation described in this attachnent.
Correct?

A Correct.

Q Al right. That's one. You' ve got the

of fice equi pment block that's on the far right -hand

side of the MDF. |s that correct?
A Correct.
Q And you're going to have to have a

connection to that block if you' re going to provide
line sharing. Correct?
A Correct.
Q So that's two.
Now, on the |eft-hand side of the MDF you

have a bl ock where the cable and pair is
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cross-connected to. Do you see that? On the
left-hand side, it's the mddle block with alittle
dotted line that goes to it. Do you see that one?
VWat franme are you on?

The MDF, left -hand side of the NDF.
Ckay.

Do you see that one?

> O > O

Yes.
Q Ckay. And that block is going to be
required in a configuration that provides |ine

sharing as described in this attachnent. Correct?

A Correct.
Q So that's three. 1Is that right? W're on
three now?
Yes.
Q Now, at the top of that frame you' ve got

-- on the left-hand side you have another bl ock that
connects to the office where there's a cross -connect
or a junper running fromthat block to the office
equi pnent bl ock. Do you see that?

A Yes, | do.

Q And that block is going to be required in
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this configuration. Correct?

A Wl |, that block mght be on the same
bl ock as the cable pair term nation

Q So you might do 50/50, for example

A Vll, | nmean it just depends if there's
any space on that block when it gets assigned, and if
it's a 100-pair block and they assign a specific
order, they're going to assign those tie pairs
sequentially in a bl ock.

Q Ckay. So let's assune someone uses 96
line shared lines. 96 line shared lines are used.

That's going to require you to use both bl ocks.

Correct?
A I"msorry.
Q You could not bring the voice pair back to

the sane block as the cable and pair fromthe outside
plant is attached to if you were using -- if a ful
96 lines of |ine sharing had been provisioned, could
you?

A Vll, | think the tie pairs are 100 pair.
They're not 96. So tie pairs are 100, so, yes, you

could, but, yes, if you were at 101, yes, you're
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goi ng to assi gn anot her bl ock.

Q And if all 100 are being used by the cable
and pair -- the cable pair lines, then you can't al so
put the 100 that are com ng back fromthe voice
circuit on that sane block. Correct?

A That's correct. There's only 100
term nati ons on a bl ock

Q And you have to bring it back -- you have
to bring the voice circuit back fromthe splitter in
order to connect it to the switch. Correct?

A Yes.

Q So unl ess you just sinmply have | ess than
50 lines, you're going to require both of these
bl ocks. Correct?

A Vll, we use tie-cables for all types of
services. W don't designate tie-cables for line
sharing, so to say that you had X anount of I|ine
shared orders and you're maki ng an assunption they
woul d all be on the same tie-cable block, that's not
necessarily true. It just is going to take however
many tie-cables are provisioned across there, then it

wi Il assign the data and cable portion over a
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tie-cable pair and the voice over another tie-cable
pair.

Q But you're going to need to have nore than
one block if you get nore than 50 lines of line
sharing in order to bring both of those --

A Yes.

Q -- in order to ternmnate both of those
pl aces. Correct?

A Yes.

Q Now, across the tie-cables fromthose two
bl ocks that we just discussed there's two nore bl ocks
where the tie-cable termnates on -- | always get
this wong, so I'll just do it -- the right-hand side
of the internediate frame. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And then there are -- on the left-hand
side of the internediate frane there are three
bl ocks, one each for the cable pair, one for the
voice line that's com ng back to the office
equi pnent, and one for the data circuit. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And then there is a fourth bl ock where the
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data circuit is connected to the bl ock where the CLEC
tie pairs termnate. Correct?

A Correct.

Q So in this schematic that's shown here
that woul d make a total of ten bl ocks that are being
used according to this schematic, correct?

A If you were using a separate bl ock across
the IDF and MDF for your termnations, yes.

Q And as we established before, if you use
more than 50 lines, you' d have to use at |east two
bl ocks. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Ckay. Now, this schematic al so shows the
use of two tie-cables between the IDF and the MDF
Correct?

A This schematic shows two tie-cables
between the I DF and the MDF?

Q Yes.

A I"ve drawn a lot of tie-cables across
here, but which two are you referring to?

Q Well, the only two you're using are the

ones that connect fromthe cable and pair -- fromthe
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junper on the cable and pair of the outside plant and

the one that's bringing back t he voice circuit.

Correct?
A Correct.
Q And this also shows three tie-cables

between the POTS splitter and the IDF. Correct?
A Correct.
Q And one tie-cable between the DSLAM and

the IDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q So that's a total of six tie-cables.
Correct?

A Yes.

Q And the configuration here al so shows the

use of five junpers. Correct?

A That woul d be correct.

Q And it also requires the use of a shelf on
a relay rack for location of the splitter. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now, let's walk through how |ine sharing
wor ks on your schematic here. GCkay? Now the cable

and pair block is the block connecting to the outside
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A Correct.
Q So a line would cone in there. It would

have both the voice and data signals conbi ned on it.

Correct?
A Correct.
Q And then it would travel across the

junper, the dotted line, to the block on the other
side of the frame. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And then across the tie-cable to another
bl ock on the IDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Across the junper to the cable and pair
bl ock on the left-hand side of the IDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And that's the horizontal side of the
frame. Correct?

A Correct.

Q I can't ever renenber which one is

vertical, which one is horizontal.

Now from there, that signal crosses -- it's
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still conbined, correct, the voice and data signal?

A Yes.

Q Crosses on a tie-cable to the POIS
splitter. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And that's where the voice and data
signal s are separat ed.

A Correct.

Q And then the voice signal -- we'll do

voice first. The voice cones back across the

tie-cable that you ve marked at OE. Correct?

A

Q

frame.

A

Q

Correct.

To, again, a block on the internediate

Correct.

And then across the dashed line that is

junper to the block on the other side of the IDF

A
Q
Correct?

A

Q

Correct.

Across a tie-cable then to the NDF

Correct.

And then to the office equi pment bl ock

a
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which is connected to the sw tch.

A Correct.

Q And so that would conplete the voice
circuit. Correct?

A Yes.

Q Al right. Now, the data |ine, going back
to the POIS splitter, would conme across the tie-cable
marked data to the block on the frane. Correct?

A Yes.

Q And then it would be cross-connected with
the little dotted lines here you have here as a
junper to the block where the CLEC DSOs are
termnated. Correct?

A That's correct.

Q And DSOs are just a generic termfor phone
lines. Right?

A For a POTS line, yes.

Q For copper pair, and then across that
tie-cable fromthe block on the IDF to the CLEC
DSLAM  Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now the tie-cables, the tie-cable that's
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marked data and the tie-cable that connects fromthe
hori zontal side of the IDF to the DSLAM vyou're
required to use two tie-cables here because of the
decision to port or to provision this on a
port-at-a-time basis. Correct?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q Now if the splitter is dedicated to the
CLEC, then you could make a direct connection from
the splitter to the DSLAM using one tie-cable and
conpletely avoid the frame. Correct?

A Yes, and t hat woul d be the sane option as
the CLEC-owned splitter, the sane wire
configuration.

Q Now i f SBC -- SBC/ Ameritech intends to put
| LEC-owned splitters in what it calls the comon
area. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And that's an area that's segregated for

CLEGs. Correct?

A Vll, | don't know that it's separated or
segregated for CLECs, no. It's a common area where
CLECs have access to, but we have -- can have our
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equi pnrent there as well.

Q But CLECs can't go outside of that area
Ri ght ?

A That's correct.

Q And it's generally a designated area in a

central office that's usually near CLECs' coll ocation
areas. Correct?

A VWll, no, not in every central office.

No, it's not, but usually, yes.

Q Now it's possible that this conmon area
could be on a different floor than the IDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q O in a one-floor central office it could
be all the way on the other side of the centra
office. Correct?

A It could be.

Q Now i n those situations, either where the
conmon area area is on a different floor than the |IDF
or all the way across the central office fromthe
| DF, SBC/ Aneritech would not nove the splitter to
place it closer to the frane if space was avail abl e,

would it?
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A Well, SBC Areritech Illinois is placing
the splitter in a common area so that the CLECs have
access to it. Nowwthin that common area we pl ace
it as close to the frames as possible. So if, in
fact, it were over the second floor and the comon
area was on this side and the frane was here, then it
woul d be nounted over cl ose enough here so that you'd
have the shortest cable run possible.

Q But the answer to ny question, if there is
space that is closer to the frame that is avail able
and the space that's available in the common area is
farther fromthe frane, SBC Aneritech will not put
the splitter in the area closer to the frame, wll
it?

A In a virtual collocation arrangenment, yes,
we do.

Q Ckay. Again, ny question, and we've been
tal ki ng about |LEC-owned splitter configuration, SBC
will not do it in that configuration, will it?

A If it's an I LEC-owned splitter and there
is no ot her access, there's no other place to put it

in a comon area, then we are going to put it in a



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

85852

virtual area

Q If it's an I LEC-owned splitter and there's
space in the common area, but there's al so space
closer to the frane, where is it going to go?

A It will go in a common area cl osest to the
frame so CLECs have access.

Q So even if there's a space closer to the
frame than the comon area, it's going to go in the

conmmon ar ea.

A That's correct, and the r eason is to have
access.
Q Now t hat could increase the length of the

data cabl e as conpared to placing the splitter as
close to the frame as possible. Correct?

A Vell, it would depend on the different
of fice configurations.

Q If the common area is farther away than ny
space, ny hypothetical space closer to the franeg,
then that's goi ng to necessarily increase the length
of the cable. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And in the configuration that you have
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described on Attachnent 2, that's going to -- the
effect of that |engthening is going to be doubled
because of the need to bring the data cable back to
the frane before you take it to the DSLAM Correct?

A The cabl e |inks coul d be doubl ed, but I
would like to say that this is the efficient standard
that the FCC laid out in paragraph 105; that this is
the configuration that is the nost efficient.

Q Vll, we're discussing what's efficient
and not efficient, and your counsel wll have an
opportunity to redirect you, but I'mcorrect, am|l
not, that the length of that cable and whatever
additional length is necessitated by the decision to
put it in a commobn area as opposed to as close to the
frame as possible would, in fact, double by virtue of
the fact of having to bring the tie-cable back to the

frame before you take it to the DSLAM?

A That's correct.

Q Now, you are aware, are you not, that the
length of the cable -- or the length of the data
streamwi || affect whether -- or could affect whether

or not customers can even get DSL, correct?
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A Yes. DSL has a reach of 18,000 feet on
non-| oaded cabl e.

Q And, in fact, you' ve testified, haven't
you, that the request of Covad that SBC place the
splitter closer to the frane would give it a
conpetitive advantage over AADS because of
Aneritech's -- AADS virtual |ocation of the
splitters, correct?

A No.

Q Ckay.

Can you turn to page 17 of your testinony,
lines 4 through 77

A Ckay.

Q kay. Now you did say here, did you not,
that placing splitters either on the main
distribution frame or next to the frame provides the
CLECs with a conpetitive advantage in reaching
custoners at the far end of the equipnment reach
i.e., 18,000 feet, correct?

A Yes, and |I'm stating what your arguments
are for placing equi prment on our main distribution

frames. Those were the argunents that | understood
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that the CLECs provided us in the collaborative, so
this is just a regurgitation of what | heard the
CLECs want ed.

Q Well, did the CLECs conme to you that we
want that because we want a conpetitive advantage
over AADS?

A | didn't say over AADS. | said they
wanted a conpetitive advantage to get the | ongest
reach possible. That's what they conmunicated to
us.

Q But if we had that configuration, for
exanpl e, AADS coul d al so get that configuration and
get the sane reach, correct?

A No .

Q Why not ?

A Because AADS' equi prment that they have up
to now has been in a virtual |ineup, which doesn't
necessarily mean anything as far as proximty to the
frane, and all of our DSL products we market to
custonmers with 17,500 reach, so we never in Aneritech
I[1linois -- well, Ameritech Illinois didn't provide

line sharing, so let ne back up that and say that in
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the regions of SBC where there was line sharing in a

retail product, we limted our reach to custoners at

17,500 feet.

Q Now you don't know if AADS is doing that,
do you?

A AADS is not doing |line sharing.

Q It's going to, isn't it?

A Yes.

Q Do you know if it intends to limt its

reach to 17.5 kil ofeet?

A No, | do not know, but | do know t hat
there is central office cabling required on all |ine
shared services and that the industry standard was
500 feet to consider for central office wring.

Q Now, the way AADS is going to deploy its
equi pnent in Aneritech central offices, it's not
going to require the cable that goes back to the
frame before comng to the DSLAM correct?

A Areritech Illinois is going to be going to
physi cal collocation, it's ny understanding. They'r e
not going to do virtual collocation as a matter of

principle, not to say that there won't be sone
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offices, so if they have their DSLAMin a collocation
area and they are using integrated DSLAMs, then they
have the distance fromtheir collocation cage to the

frame because they choose to use integrated

splitters.
Q They don't have the doubling effect,
correct?
A They are using integrated splitters.
Q So the answer to ny question is I'm

correct; they don't have the doubling effect?

A They're providing -- any CLEC that
provides their ow splitters is going to have just
the run fromtheir office to the frame. |If they
choose an ILEC-owned splitter, then these splitters
are located in a common area, and, yes, the cabling
that it takes to get to the frane to nake the
connection to the CLEC s facilities and then back to
carry the data to the CLEC is whatever it is.

Q So the answer to ny question is, if
Aneritech -- if AADS uses the integrated splitter
it's not going to have the doubling effect of taking

the data path back to the frame before it comes to
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the DSLAM  Correct?

A That is correct.

Q Now, we tal ked a | ot about integrated
splitters. AADS could choose to purchase splitters
that didn't -- I'"'msorry -- DSLAMs that did not have

the splitters integrated, couldn't it?

A Sure.
Q Now, are you aware that the only vendor
for splitter -- or for DSLAMs that have integrated

splitter functionality is Al catel?

A No, |'m not.

Q Now, Alcatel is AADS vendor, correct?
A That is my understandi ng, yes.

Q And it's SBC s vendor, correct?

A Yes, it is. It's not the only vendor

approved, but, yes, it is one.

Q It's the vendor for the DSLAMs that you're
depl oyi ng, correct?

A | don't know what their business plans are
now and what they're deploying, different
technologies. | really don't.

Q Now you are aware, aren't you, that a
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splitter -- I"'msorry -- that a DSLAMwi th an
integrated splitter cannot provide any kind of DSL
service other than an ADSL variety?

A It is ny understanding that for |ine
sharing, ADSL is the only technol ogy that Al catel
presently supports on its | believe it's Al catel 1000
product |ine.

Q But you understand that Covad provides
services other than ADSL. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And you understand that Covad uses one
DSLAM to provide all those services, correct?

A No, | don't know that.

Q ["'mnot sure if we got this clearly or
not. You are aware, aren't you, that the only
service that those Alcatel DSLAMs with the integrated

splitters will provide are ADSL - based services?

A I"'mnot famliar that that's the only
one. | know that's the only technol ogy that
Aneritech Illinois is planning on offering at their

of fering, but | don't know that they can't provide

ot her services.
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Q Wl |, you understand, don't you, that the
way that the splitter is integrated into the DSLAMi s
by having a splitter functionality on the sane |ine
card that the loop is plugged into to provide DSL?

A Well, the way the technol ogy works is that
one card handl es four DSL |ines, but you could do a
UNE | oop, DSL capabl e | oop, on that and just renove
the splitter card, so it doesn't -- it's not just for
line sharing. | nean Aneritech Illinois used that

Al catel product for DSL stand-al one | oops.

Q | thought Ameritech Illinois never
provi ded DSL.
A Oh, no, they provided DSL, certainly

have. They've provided DSL for a nunber of years.
MR VAN BEBBER: (bjection. Just for

clarification of the record, are we tal king about

Aneritech Illinois or AADS or --
A I"msorry.
MR VAN BEBBER | think we've gone back and

forth a few tines.
A Yeah. |I'msorry. Let me clarify that,

and | apol ogi ze, and that is correct. Ameritech
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affiliate, AADS, has been providing DSL over the
Al catel product as its stand-al one | oop, just not

popul ating the splitter cards in the shelf.

Q Now I'd like for you to -- what | want you

to look at is Covad Exhibit 2.2, which is attached to
M ke Zulevic's first verified statenent.
Counsel, do you have a copy that the

witness could see or do | need to show her m ne?

MR VAN BEBBER  Zul evic exhibit what? 2.2?

MR DEANHARDT: Yeah. |It's attached to his
openi ng st at enent .

MR VAN BEBBER  You'll need to show her yours.

MR, DEANHARDT: Ckay.

M5. HHGHTMAN: day, |'ve got an extra one.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, may | approach the
Wi t ness?

EXAM NER WOODS:  Yes.

Q Ms. Schl ackman, |'m showi ng you what's
attached -- what's been marked as Covad Exhibit 2.2,
which is an attachnent to M. Zulevic's opening

verified statement in this docket. Do you have that
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A

Q

of you?

Yes.

86862

Ckay. Now, although -- let's walk through

the provisioning or the line sharing path on this

di agram

Now, in this diagramthe cable and pair

woul d conme fromthe outside plant on the left -hand

side of the diagram

A

Q

bl ock on

A

Q

Correct?

That is correct.

And it would be -- it would termnate on a

the vertical

Correct.

side of the MDF. Correct?

And then there would be a junper that

woul d connect to a block on the horizontal side of

t he MDF.

A

Q

Correct?

Correct.

And then that woul d connect across one of

the two tie-cables that goes to the splitter

Correct?

A

Q

Correct.

Al right.

And then the voice circuit

woul d be separated at the splitter, as we established

bef or e.

Correct?
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A Correct.

Q And it would cone back across we'll say
the lower tie-cable here, correct?

A Correct.

Q And term nate on another bl ock on the
MDF. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And then there would be a junper to an
of fice equi pment bl ock for the switch. Correct?

A Correct.

Q So that was a total of four blocks on this
diagram Correct?

A Correct.

Q kay. Now in this diagramas well you
have the splitter directly connected to the DSLAM

Is that correct?

A Correct.

Q By a tie-cable. Correct?

A Correct.

Q So this would require -- this

configuration would require the use then of we have

three tie-cables. Correct? The two between the
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frame and the splitter, the one between the splitter
and the DSLAM

A Correct.

Q And, in addition, one shelf of relay rack

space. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And only two cross-connects at the frane.
Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now that's only one nore cross -connect

than is required on a standard voice circuit.
Correct? |If you're just provisioning voice, you do
require one cross-connect fromthe cable and pair
bl ock to the office equi pment bl ock. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Ckay. Now, let's assune for a nonent,
hypot hetically, that frame-nmountable splitters were
bei ng used. Can you do that?

A It's difficult for me to do, but 1'1]
try.

Q I"mstarting with a hypo this tinme because

I was so successful with the real thing in Kansas.
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mounted on the franme instead of a relay rack. Can

you do that?

A Yes.

Q Now, in that situation, you would stil

require the cable and pair block on the vertical side

of the main distribution frame. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And you'd still require the office

equi pnrent bl ock. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And those are going to be require whether

you're provisioning a voice circuit or a DSL circuit,

either one, correct?

A You're |line sharing, correct.

Q That's right, because if you' re providing

sinply a UNE | oop for DSL, you need the cable and

pair bl ock but not the office equipnent bl ock.

Correct?
A Correct.
Q Now, in addition, if the CLEC were to

order 96 ports of splitter functionality,

that woul d
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require six additional splitter blocks. Right?
A Correct.
Q And that's because each of the splitter

bl ocks under current technology only port 16 |ines.

Correct?
A Correct.
Q But you would only require one tie-cable

to connect fromthe bl ocks to the DSLAM correct?

A There is no tie-cable on a frane-nounted
splitter at all. 1It's all cross-connects.
Q Vel |, okay. You could attach -- isn't it

correct that you could separate the wires of a
tie-cable and attach themto the data ports on a
frame-nmountable splitter in the sane way that
tie-cables are attached to a 100-pair bl ock?

A I don't believe you could because you'd
have the tie-cable pairs running over the face of the
bl ock, if you were trying to pre-provision that.
mean you wouldn't do that on the frane, but, then
again, we don't nount equi prent on franes anyway, and
that's the reason why.

Q But it could be done, correct?
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A VWll, no. | nean -- would it function

correctly? No. It would be a ness.
Q Ckay. But you're not going to require any
shel f space -- well, okay. Let's back up

Even taking your scenario, all that's going

to require is the use of one additional block,

correct?
A For 16 lines --
Q No. Let ne back up and clarify. If we

assune for a nonment that you could not attach the
tie-cable directly to the data ports, then there
woul d need to be one additional block where the CLEC

DSOs fromthe DSLAMterm nated on the frane.

Correct?
A Correct.
Q And then you woul d have one additiona

cross-connect that you would not otherw se have if

you could tie the tie-cables directly to the ports on

the -- data ports on the splitters. Correct?
A Correct.
Q Ei t her way though, you're not going to

require any shelf space on a relay rack. Correct?
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A I"msorry. | don't understand your
questi on.
Q You would not -- you would be elimnating

the need for shelf space on a relay rack that exists
when you have a rack-nmountable splitter. Correct?

A A rack-nounted splitter

Q Sure. By using --

A Ckay. If you have a rack-nounted
splitter, you're going to use a rack. If you have a
frame-nmounted splitter, if you were to put that in
your network and you were going to mount it on the

frame, then you would not be mounting it in a rack

Q And you would not have a need to have a
splitter nmounted on a rack, correct, at all, in that
scenari 0?

A In that specific scenario, that's
correct.

Q If a splitter provides functionality in

i ncrenents of 16, then, theoretically, a CLEC could
order an entire splitter or functi onality and order
only 16 ports or 32 ports and use two splitter

bl ocks, correct?
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A W1l you repeat your question again,
pl ease?
Q Sure. The splitters that are mounted on a

frame each have the capacity to have 16 lines
provi si oned t hrough them correct?

A That ' s ny under st andi ng.

Q So let's say a CLEC projected that it was
going to sell 32 lines out of a central office. Can
you accept that assunption for ne?

A Yes.

Q Under that assunption, a CLEC could, if
there were frame-nountable splitters, have two
dedi cated splitter blocks to that CLEC. Correct?

A If we were providing that functionality,
yes.

Q Now | want you to look in your statenent
at page 27, lines 8 through 9. Please tell ne when
you're on page 27.

A Ckay.

Q Now, you say there that none of the other
| LECs have plans to deploy this type of splitter

ubiquitously, if at all, in their networks. Do you
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see that?
A Yes, | do.
Q Have you actually contacted any ILEC to

ask themif they plan to depl oy frane-nountable
splitters?

A. Well, the only current vendor that
provides that 16-nmounted splitter is Seicor, which is
now Corning, and | did talk to the sales rep at
Corning, and he gave nme this information that is in
ny testinmony.

Q Now you have not talked directly to any of
the ILECs to determ ne whether or not they're going
to provide frame-nountable splitters, have you?

A Just GIE.

Q Ckay. And other than GIE, you haven't
tal ked to any about their future plans for providing
frame-nmountabl e splitters, have you?

A No, but |'ve read the contracts that have
been signed by the parties, and there's no frame -
mounted splitters in any of those but the US West
agr eenent .

Q Now, and | think we're going to get into
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this conversation with Corning, you say that only 25
such bl ocks have even been shipped fromthe
manuf act urer through May 23, 2000, and those

shi pments are being sent to US West.

A Yes, that is correct.

Q And where did you get that information?
A From M. Rich Mrris of Corning.

Q And you' ve never seen the invoices, for

exanpl e, have you?

A No.

Q So you have no direct know edge that this
is true. Al that you have is know edge of what
M. Mrris said. Correct?

A M. Mrris gave nme that information;

that's correct.

Q How did you get that information from
M. Mrris?

A | talked to M. Morris on the tel ephone.

Q I's Corning accustomto telling SBC about

shipments that it's making to other |LECs?
A I have no idea.

Q VWen was the | ast tinme you talked to
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M. Morris?
A Last nont h.
Q So you wouldn't know if say 1,000

frame-nmountabl e splitters have been ordered since
t hen.
A No, | would not know.
Q Ckay. Cetting back to your testinony, at

page 14, lines 4 through 6.

A Page 277
Q |"msorry; page 14.
A Page 14.

MR, DEANHARDT: Your Honor, | will say, | have a
ways to go. I'mnot adverse, if the witness wants to
or if the Court wants to, to taking small breaks as
we go, but I'll go as | ong as people want to go.

EXAM NER WDODS: |Is this a new area of inquiry?

MR DEANHARDT: It is, yes.

EXAM NER WOODS: W' || take fifteen m nutes.

MR, DEANHARDT: That's the reason | suggested

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

(Whereupon a fifteen-mnute
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recess was taken.)

MR, DEANHARDT:

Q Ms. Schl ackman, at page 14, lines 4
t hrough 6, you identify three main categories of
reasons why you say that Aneritech will not provide
splitters one shelf at a time. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And those are restrictions on the

i nventory system franme exhaust, and efficient use of

capital. Correct?

A Correct.

Q kay. Now, |I'mgoing to talk about them
in order, and we'll start with the inventory system

At page 15, lines 14 through 17, you
testify that Telcordia stated that it could not even
begin to work on a change to the OSS for shelf at a
time until Novenber. Correct?

A Correct.

Q But you never tal ked to anyone at
Tel cordia directly about this, did you?

A No, | did not.

Q And you' ve never seen any docunents from
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Tel cordi a saying this, have you?

A No, | have not.

Q Now, SBCis willing to let Covad virtually
collocate rack-nounted splitters, correct?

A Correct.

Q And that splitter would be located, if it
was virtually collocated, it would be | ocated outside
of the common area we discussed earlier. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And the splitter woul d be dedicated to
Covad. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And that neans that neither SBC nor AADS
nor any other CLEC could use the ports in that
splitter. Correct?

A No. That would be hard-wired over to your
-- Covad's DSLAM and no one else would be able to
provi de DSL service over that shelf.

Q In that situation, SBC Aneritech would
have to inventory the entire splitter shelf for its
CsS, wouldn't it?

A No. We do not do any inventory for the
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t hat .

Q So you're going to have a piece of
equi pnment in a central office that isn't inventoried
for the central office techs to understand what it
is?

A It will be inventoried in ternms of it's on
a shelf and it's in a relay rack, but the ports, the
splitter ports, the 96 splitter ports, won't carry

any inventory on what's used and what's wi red, no.

Q So you'll have no idea howit's used
A No.
Q First time |'ve heard that.

Ckay. You would agree, wouldn't you, --
well, let's talk for a nonent about this frane
exhaust problem You would agree, wouldn't you, that
the appropriate measure for determ ning frame exhaust
is the percentage of utilization of the frame?

A Well, and al so that you would not want to
utilize your frames in such a way that you m suse
them or you put equipnment on there that didn't bel ong

or you put termnations on an MDF that woul d nopst
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properly be put on an IDF. Al those things would
|l ead to frane exhaust, not just utilization, but how
you intend to utilize it in the future

Q The way to determ ne whether or not a
frame is exhausted is by using the percentage of

utilization of that frane. Correct?

A Avai |l abl e space that's avail able on the
frame.
Yes.
A Wl |, because the blocks on the frane
m ght not be utilized at all, so | can't say frame

utilization because many, many, many of the bl ocks
aren't even utilized hardly at all, and they're
taki ng up space on our frames.

Q So if the blocks aren't being utilized and
they' re taking up space, those bl ocks could be
renoved, correct?

A No, they can't, because they m ght have --
let's just say that in your exanple of a 16-1ine
splitter and you only use three ports and now |'ve
got 13 vacant ports sitting there, | can't take 13

ports off ny frame. The whole block is ther e.
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Q VWl |, but what you said was there's lots

of blocks on the franme that aren't being used.

A Ful Iy utilized, but they're there taking
up space.
Q So SBC makes a practice of connecting two

lines to a block, then going to the next bl ock
connecti ng anot her two |ines?

A No. SBC or Ameritech Illinois wll
term nate CLECs' bl ocks or the bl ocks that they use
for their own. How the CLECs, in what kind of
servi ce penetration they have, how nany cabl es you
even wanted to terminate on the frame, | don't
believe we get to tell you to put in just a 200-pair
cable. If you want to put in a 900-pair cable and
termnate it on nine blocks, you get to do that. You
m ght not be utilized, but you still get to take up
the frane space.

Q Well, but those blocks are being utilized
because they're being used by soneone other than
SBC. Correct?

Yes.

Q So if you were to do a percentage of



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

87878

utilization on the frame, it would take into account
bl ocks that are being used for purposes other than

t hose for which SBC uses them Correct?

A Actually I"'mnot -- | don't know the
answer to that. 1'm not a frane space pl anner.
Q Ckay. Well, have you ever seen a study of

the percentage of utilization of frames at Ameritech
II1inois?

A No, | have not.

Q So you don't have any idea how many framnes
in lllinois have a current frame exhaust problem do
you?

A I do know from our splitter depl oynent
schedul e the Aneritech Illinois offices that have
frame exhaust because they are placed on the schedul e
as such, that they have frame exhaust.

Q And those are the only -- only the ones
that are on the current depl oynment schedul e, correct?

A Those are the ones that the CLECs rated
and ranked. So beyond those offices, if there's
frame exhaust, | don't have personal know edge of

t hose.
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Q Now you're famliar with integrated

digital loop carrier, aren't you?

A Yes, | am

Q And 1'"mgoing to call it IDLC. 1Is that
okay?

A Ckay.

Q Now | DLC bypasses the frame in a central

of fice by bringing the voice signal across fiber

directly to the switch. Correct?

A Correct.

Q And Ameritech Illinois uses IDLC, doesn't
it?

A Yes, it has sonme IDLC

Q And Project Pronto will also use |IDLC
won't it?

A Not totally, yes.

Q But it will use IDLC, won't it?

A Sone.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, may | approach the
Wi t ness?

EXAM NER WOCDS:  Sure.

MR DEANHARDT: | can't find ny exhibits. |
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apologize. | pulled themout. Were did they go?
(Pause in the proceedings.)
Your Honor, | apologize. 1| had a stack of
exhibits that now seens to be m ssing.

EXAM NER WDODS: Sounds |i ke an Ameritech pl ot

to ne.
(Laught er)
MR BINNNIG W also killed JFK
(Laughter).

MR DEANHARDT: Actually, that one I'd believe

nore than this one.
(Brief pause in the proceedings.)
They didn't disappear. | just can't see.

Q |"ve handed you a copy of Rhythns Data
Request 64 with a docunment attached to it. Do you
have that?

A Yes, | do.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, 1'd like to have
this marked as Rhyt hnms/ Covad or Covad Schl ack man
Cross Exhibit 2.

MR BINNIG Your Honor, | would note that this

does have the designation Restricted Proprietary
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Information on each page, and so if it's going to
ultimately be introduced into the record, we would
want it given proprietary treatment, and if
Ms. Schl ackman is going to be asked about substance
of this docunment, we would want that to be in
caner a.
MR DEANHARDT: If you'll hold on just one
second, Your Honor.
(Wher eupon an off -the-record
di scussion transpired, and
Covad Schl ackman Cross
Exhibit 2 was marked for
identification.)
EXAM NER WOODS: Back on the r ecord.
MR, DEANHARDT
Q Ms. Schl ackman, while we were off the
record you' ve had a chance to | ook at the documents
attached to Rhythns Data Request 64. Correct?
A Yes.
Q And as a foundational matter, can you tell
me what that docunent is?

A Loop Pl anni ng Cui delines and Met hods and
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Procedures for Project Pronto.

Q And according to this, this is the Apri
14, 2000 revision. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now, the paragraph you've been | ooking at
is the second full paragraph on page 13 of this
docunment. Correct?

A Yes.

Q By the way, have you ever seen this
document before?

A No.

Q Now have you had an opportunity to read
t hat paragraph?

A Yes.

Q kay. According to this docunent, isn't
it correct that when SBC provisions ADSL and POTS,
that it wll -- to a custoner who can be served by
the Project Pronto architecture, it will mgrate --
I"msorry -- but it's currently served by copper, it
will mgrate that service or that custonmer to the
Project Pronto architecture and thereby free up CO

pairs?
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A Yes, and it's erroneous to assune that
those CO pairs are not going to be still term nated
on our franes and used el sewhere, and so there isn't
-- just because we're not using themfor that
subscriber, they' re going to be used for other

subscri bers.

Q But they could al so be used for CLEGCs,
correct?

A Yes.

Q And they could not be used at all
correct?

A | woul d doubt that they would not be used
at all if they' re feeder pairs.

Q Well, this is an overlay network, correct?

A Yes, it is.

Q So it's not intended to replace the copper

that's in the ground, correct?

A That is correct.

Q It's intended to augnent the copper that's
in the ground. Correct?

A It's not so nuch intended to augnent

copper in the ground as it's intended to provide a
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reach so we can provide DSL service for custoners
beyond 18, 000 kil ofeet [sic].
Q But you're not going to be ripping the

copper out of the ground, are you?

A No, we're not.

Q And if you are trying to reach customners
beyond -- how many kil ofeet did you say?

A Vll, it's actually 17.5 in the practice

and they use 17.5.

Q Beyond 17.5 kil ofeet, then you woul dn't be
reusi ng those copper facilities to reach those
custoners, would you?

A You woul d be using themto reach custo ners
that had POTS lines that didn't have DSL service,
and, you know, if an end user had a DSL line that
they line shared while their son was in school and
then he goes off and they don't use the Internet,
then we woul dn't keep themon Project Pronto and tie
it up. It's intended to provide DSL service, and,
oh, by the way, it can do POTIS, but the bandwi dth
that we're putting inis for DSL service, and as we

grow DSL service, we don't intend to keep the POTS
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custoners on there if we need that bandwi dth for DSL
servi ce.

Q How i s AADS or ASI going to provide DSL
across Project Pronto if it's not going to line
share?

A Li ne sharing over the fiber -fed -- if |

coul d draw.

Q Actually, | would just prefer an answer to
my question.
A Ckay. There is not going to be any line

sharing over fiberoptics because it's not technically
feasible. Wat Project Pronto is going to do is use
the sanme distribution copper plant that's in place
today, and at the rempte term nal, instead of using
digital loop carri er systens that are today, the
traditional ones we use, this architecture depl oys
what we call next generation digital |oop carrier
systens. The acronymfor that is NGLC  Those
digital carrier systens provide DSL service, but they
don't provide DSL service on the sane facility that
they provide the voice traffic back to the switch

So the fiberoptic -- the service that you referred to
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Project Pronto service description is exactly right.
It's a service. It's an end-to-end service. The
line sharing part of this service, if you wanted to
line share, is the sane line sharing that's available
to you today if you wanted to line share at a renote
t erm nal

Q And that's despite the fact that, as we
established earlier, or what you' re saying nowis
despite the fact, as we established earlier, the
Accessible Letter says that line sharing will be
provi ded across fiber conponents as part of the NGLC
network. Isn't that correct?

A No, that's not what that says. There is
no |ine sharing on fiber.

Q kay. We'll let the docunment speak for
itself.

Now, let's talk for a mnute about
efficient use of the network and stranded
investment. It's true, isn't it, that splitter
shelves that are made to fit into a relay rack fit

into a standard size relay rack?
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A Yes.

Q And SBC has a lot of equipnent t hat fits
into standard size relay racks, correct?

A Yes.

Q And ot her CLECs use equi pment as well that
fit into standard size relay racks, correct?

A Yes.

Q So if a splitter were renmoved froma shel f
in arelay rack, that relay rack could be reused for
ei ther SBC or other CLEC equi pment. Correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, a franme-nountable splitter
fits on a standard frane. Correct?

A It can be mobunted on a frane, yes.

Q kay. As a matter of fact, it's made for

that, isn't it?

A Yes.

Q And it fits on a standard size frane.
Correct?

A Yes.

Q It doesn't require changing the frame to

make it capable of supporting the splitter itself.
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A No.

Q kay. So if frame-nountable splitters
wer e not being used and were renoved fromthe frane,
SBC/ Aneritech could reuse the frame by placing other
frame bl ocks there. Correct?

A That is correct.

Q Now t he structure of a mmin distribution
frame and an internediate distribution frane is
exactly the sanme. |Isn't that correct?

A Yes.

Q And if Covad or Rhythns or any other CLEC
paid for the splitter as a pass-through cost, then
SBC Aneritech would have no stranded investnent in
the splitter, would it?

A Yes, we woul d.

Q kay. |If Covad conti nued -- let's assune
for a second that Covad didn't pay all the cost of
the splitter as a pass-through cost. Let's assume
that we continued down the path of paying it in the
rates proposed, for exanmple, by SBC. If Covad
continued to use the splitter because its custoners

continued to use DSL, there would be no stranded
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i nvest nent, woul d there?

A Vell, it would be if it's on a shelf at a
time and you're proposing to pay for all the cabling
and all the shelf up-front costs, and we were
deriving maxi mumrevenue and you had it full, 100
percent utilized, I would say we would not have a
stranded i nvest nent.

Q kay. Now let's focus for a nonent
because I was tal king about the splitters and not the
cabling and the other things. Cabling, we've
establ i shed through M. Snmallwood, that the cabling
required on the CLEC s side of the internedi ate
distribution frame is a collocation charge that's
paid by the CLEC at the tine of, for exanmple, wring
the tie-cables. Correct?

A Yes, but how about -- then you' ve got the
cabling that's termnated on the franme that's

providing the continuity back to the splitter shelf.

Q You nean for the data |ine
A Correct.
Q Under the situation that SBC has proposed

where it does this line at a tine, and that data line
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is required, correct?

A Yes, but you al so have the cables --
(i nterrupted)

Q But under the situation where Covad has
proposed where the splitter is cabled directly to the

DSLAM that would be a coll ocation cost, correct ?

A I"mnot sure on the CE side if that would
be a collocation cost or not. | guess it would be.
Q Now SBC/ Aneritech's affiliates are

continuing to roll out plans to deploy DSL, correct?

A I"mnot aware of their business plans. |
assune that they would, but I'mnot aware of their
busi ness pl ans.

Q VWll, you just testified that that's what
Project Pronto is designed for, correct?

A Well, Project Pronto is going to be --
right now!l don't know how Project Pronto is going to
roll out because we're still waiting for the FCCto
deci de whether or not we can even own the OCDs and
those line cards at the remote term nal, so right now
there's not an offering for Project Pronto until we

get a final determination fromthe FCC, and we m ght
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not have a product at all

Q But it's designed, as you just testified
earlier, to provide ADSL to end users. Correct?

A Well, actually, not just ADSL but other
services, according to Alcatel.

Q But you said a nonent ago that it wasn't
designed to provide voice. It was designed to
provide DSL. Correct?

A VWen | say it was designed, let's not go
i nto how the manufacturer designed it. How we are
deploying it in -- if we do get to deploy the
architecture, how we're deploying it -- the design
that we are deploying is to get the maxi numreach for
all DSL services.

Q Now you woul dn't be deploying -- well, I'm
sorry. 1t's been publicly stated that the Project

Pronto develop is roughly $6 billion. |Is that

correct?
A That's what |'ve heard, yes.
Q Now SBC woul d be foolish to spend

$6 billion in deploying architecture to support DSL

if it didn't think there was demand for DSL, woul dn't
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A Correct.

Q So we can assune that at least from SBC s
perspective that SBC sees sufficient demand for DSL
to support the deploynent of a $6 billion net work.

A Yes, and that's by all carriers. That's
at parity and will be offered on a basis to all
carriers.

Q Now i f you'd please | ook at page 25, lines

19 through 21 of your testinony.

A We're on page 25 of ny testinony?

Q Yes, lines 19 through 21

A Ckay.

Q Now do you see where you say that offering

splitters a line at tinme is actually nore cost
efficient to both Areritech Illinois and the CLEC
than offering splitters a shelf at a tine?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, you've never conducted a study
to conmpare the cost of purchasing 96 ports of
splitter functionality one port at a time against

purchasing 96 ports of splitter functionality a shelf
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at a tinme, have you?

A I"msorry. Explain that again.
Q Sure. You' ve never conducted a study,
have you, to determne -- to performa cost

conpari son between buying 96 ports of splitter
functionality one port at a time versus dedicating
that shelf or dedicating a shelf of 96 splitter ports
to a CLEC, have you?

A No.

Q To your know edge, no one el se at SBC or
Aneritech have performed such a study either, have
t hey?

A | believe they have, yes.

Q You believe they have, but you' ve never
| ooked at it?

A Vell, we discussed it. | never |ooked at
-- | mean we didn't have any formal report, if you
will, but when we were doing the determ nation back
in March on offering splitters at all, of course we
did research into it, and there was data that was
provi ded that went into making the decision that |i ne

at atine was the offering that we woul d nake
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available to CLECs if they chose it.

Q VWl l, and you specifically conpared --
soneone at SBC or Aneritech specifically conpared the
cost of 96 -- providing 96 ports one port at a tine
versus the cost of providing 96 ports a shelf at a
time?

A Absol utely, and the determ ning factor on
that was the nunber of blocks that it was going to
take on the frame if we did shelf at a tinme, and that
cost was staggering conpared to the cost of the
shel f, which led to the decision to do line at a tine
because of the staggering cost of providing all the
bl ocks on a shelf at a tine.

Q If you had ten CLECs that all sold 96 --
your testinony tal ks about this hypothetical where

you have ten CLECs that purchase a certain nunber of

lines. |s that correct?
A Yes.
Q Ckay. Now, if all ten of those CLECs were

to purchase and use 96 lines in the SBC way of
provisioning this service, that's not going to

require any fewer blocks than if each of those ten
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splitter shelves were dedicated to the CLEGCs.

A Ch, absolutely.

Q W' ve al ready established, haven't we,
that --

A It's six blocks to twenty blocks. That's

the difference. It's twenty blocks if ten CLECs do
shelf at a tine, and it's six blocks -- or three
bl ocks of 96 lines. 1t's three blocks. Twenty

bl ocks versus three blocks to do the sane thing.

Q If you do all ten splitter shel ves.
A If I do ten splitter shelves --
Q You do all 960 lines. You' re not going to

do it on three bl ocks, are you?

A If I do ten splitter shelves, that's 96
lines that it takes. For a CLEC at a tine, it takes
two blocks. Ten tines two is twenty. That's twenty
bl ocks. If | have 96 lines, |I'mgoing to provision
-- on a 96 line shelf, I"mgoing to have three
bl ocks on the frane.

Q Ri ght .

A So that's three bl ocks opposed to twenty

bl ocks, and that is the cost factor that went into
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Q Now |isten very carefully to ny
hypot heti cal because you're not even close to
answering the question that |I'm asking.

If the ten CLECs all ultimately order 96
lines of line sharing, 960 total |ine sharing I|ines
anongst the CLECs out of that central office, each of
t hose CLECs woul d have to have the equival ent of an
entire splitter shelf of capacity. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Each of those splitter shelves of
capacity, under the SBC architecture, would require
the use of four blocks on the frame. Correct?

A Vll, it's three blocks on the frame. The
other block is there anyway, the CFA bl ock.

Q But for the use of -- in order to provide
line sharing, it's going to require the use of those

four blocks. Correct?

Yes, yes.
Q So four times ten is forty, correct?
A Yes.

Q kay. Now, if you did the sane
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architecture with Covad's proposal where those sane
ten splitter shelves were dedicated and therefore
there was no cabl e com ng back to the frame, we've
al ready established that that only requires two

bl ocks on the horizontal side of the frane.

Correct?

A Yes.

Q kay. And two tines ten is only twenty.
Ri ght ?

A Yes.

Q kay. So if the CLECs order 960 total
lines, those ten CLECs, under the SBC architecture
you're going to use forty bl ocks and under the Covad
architecture with a dedicat ed splitter you're only
going to use twenty.

A And the efficiencies that 1'mgoing to
have is when | have all those ten CLECs with 96
shel ves and 960 customers, chances are they' re going
to switch from Covad to Rhythnms to ASI to North Point
to New Edge, and then |I only have to nove one junper
on ny frame, not pull out all of them | only nove

one junper on ny frame. That's the efficiencies in



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

89898

par agraph 105 that specifically talk to this
architecture.

Q Well, a mnute ago you told me the
efficiencies were that it would require a
significantly | ower number of blocks. W' ve just
established that --

Q It does. It does that.

Q. Isn't it true, Ms. Schlackman, that the
CLEC vote regarding line-at-a-time provisioning that
you refer to at page 13, lines 10 through 17 of your
testimony, was taken for purposes of the trial?

A No, that is not nmy testinony. It is ny
testinmony that when the CLECs voted, they voted and
they stated that they did not want to have any
architecture in the trial that we were not wi Iling to
go forward with, and, as a matter of fact, they even
said they didn't want to do a trial if we wouldn't
conmmit to going forward with that architecture

Q Now we're not -- you don't understand
Covad to be saying that SBC should not go forward
with line-at-a-tine architecture, do you?

A No. | understand that Covad wants a menu
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of options.

Q Ckay. Now, Covad never said that it
wanted only line-at-a-tinme provisioning for the final
product, did it?

A No.

Q And isn't it also true that at the meeting
where SBC announced that it would offer an |ILEC-owned
splitter, SBC al so announced that it had not deci ded
whet her to provide the functionality on a
shelf-at-a-tine or port-at-a-tine basis?

A That's correct. W had not done all the
anal ysis that you and | just went over

Q Ckay. And after that point, SBC never
took a vote fromthe CLECs over which architecture
they woul d prefer if they had a choice between one or
the other, did they?

A Actual l y, when we nade the option
available to the CLECs, it was always that there was
only one option, so of course we didn't go back and
vot e agai n because fromthe very begi nning we said we
were not going t o be providing any splitters. W

were taking the approach that Bell Atlantic was
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taking, no splitters. Then when the CLECs asked us
-- well, when we got to the point where we agreed to
provide splitter functionality, we told the CLECs we
were only going to do it one way. It never was ever
broached that CLECs -- we were going to provide
splitter functionality, and what we said was if you
want shelf at a tine, then put your own splitter in
and provide your own functionality a shelf at a tine;
that you have that capability.

Q Ms. Schl ackman, are you aware that a
refusal to negotiate terns and conditions of a
contract constitutes bad faith under Section 251 of
the --

MR VAN BEBBER (hjection; calls for a |l ega
concl usi on.

EXAM NER WOODS:  And | don't know what -- what
does that have to do with this?

MR DEANHARDT: Well, what it has to do with is
I"mgoing to follow up with a question that she just
said that basically they were told you're going to
get it one way, and that that was, in essence,

according to the testimony | think I just heard, a
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nonnegotiable item 1'mgoing to find out if that's
true or not, and whether or not they took a vote and
whet her or not they discussed it.

EXAM NER WOODS: What does that have to do with
this arbitration?

MR DEANHARDT: Well, this arbitration is over
the terns and conditions for providing |ine sharing
in the agreenment -- |I'msorry -- in our
i nterconnection agreenent, all of which spring from
there has been testinmony, all the collaborative
process and everything el se.

EXAM NER WOODS: But what does whet her or not
the negotiations were in bad faith or not have to do
with what 1'mgoing to have to decide? Wy is that
relevant to what this Commi ssion is going to have to
deci de?

MR DEANHARDT: | think it's relevant to
det erm ni ng whet her, for exanple, SBC ever gave
adequat e consideration to options other than the one
that they canme in demandi ng

EXAM NER WOODS: Wiy don't you ask her that?

MR DEANHARDT: That's not nearly as fun a
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questi on.

EXAM NER WOODS: | know, but it's one you m ght
get answered. Wy don't you ask her that?

MR DEANHARDT: | think we've already heard the
long, iterative version of that.

Q Actual ly, let's answer the question that
originally asked, which you still haven't answered,
which is did SBC ask for another vote after they cane
back and said that they had deci ded to provide
splitter functionality but didn't know -- had not
deci ded which way they were going to do it?

A When we took the vote, the CLECs did not
know i f we were providing shelf or line. That was
hel pi ng us determ ne which way to go. So when we got
the vote, ny understanding was that it was very clear
to the CLECs that when the |LEC provided the
splitter, that was an option, but to characterize
that there's only one option is not true. There are
options. There are options to go virtual. There are
options to go physical collocation where the CLEC
owns it, and there's an option for the CLEC to

purchase it fromus. There's also an option for the
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CLEC to provide an integrated DSLAM So there were
many options available to the CLECs. The option that
we offered, if we owned it, was line at a tine.

Q I"mgoing to ask ny questi on now for the
fifth time, which is, after SBC cane back and told
the CLECs that it would offer an I LEC-owned splitter
but that it had not decided whether it was going to
do it on a port-at-a-tine or a shelf-at-a-tine basis,
did SBC take another vote fromthe CLECs to determ ne
how the CLECs would prefer that a final offer be
made?

MR VAN BEBBER  (bjection, Your Honor . This is
getting argumentative, and it has been asked and
answered multiple tines.

MR DEANHARDT: It hasn't been answered. It has
been asked.

EXAM NER WOODS: | don't believe the question
has been answered. Was there another vote?

A No, there was no other vote. There was
never ever a vote contenplated to be taken.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Thank you.

MR DEANHARDT: Ckay.
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Q Ms. Schl ackman, your testinmony al so nakes
reference to a California order regarding
provisioning intervals for line sharing. 1Is that
correct?

A Yes. Could you point ne to ny testinony
where that is?

Q Actually, | don't need to go into the
details. It says that, and you recall that, correct?

A Yes.

Q But your testinony doesn't make reference

90904

in either your verified statenent or your

suppl erent al

statenent to the Texas order on the

intervals for line sharing, does it?

A

| don't

don't recall.

Q

Ckay.

recall. | don't think it does.

And you're aware, aren't you, that

in that proceeding the ALJ has ordered SWBT to

provide |line sharing on | oops that do not require

conditioning within three business days or in parity

with its data affiliate, whichever is |less, correct?

A

Q

That's

Ckay.

correct.

And SWBT is going to neet that
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A | don't know.
Q It's going to try, isn't it?
A | don't know.
Q Ckay.
WIl Ameritech Illinois provide Covad with

data regarding the actual interval for providing |line

sharing to AADS in IIl1linois?
A No, | don't believe so.
Q kay. Now SBC or Ameritech, however, is

proposing that the interval be defined on the basis
of parity with the provisioning to that data
affiliate, correct?

A The perfornmance neasures that are set up
for DSL are not network issues, and |I'm a network
expert to testify on network issues, and | am not
famliar at all and could not go down that |ine of
questioni ng on performance measures because | don't
know.

Q But in your testinony you say that -- you
are the sponsoring witness for the Areritech position

that provisioning should be in parity with AADS.
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Correct?

A Yes.

Q And ny question is, frankly, how can --
that is Areritech's position, correct? That it wll
be in parity with AADS, correct?

A We're going to be at parity with all
CLECs, not AADS, but all CLEGs.

Q But the proposal that Aneritech has nmade
isthat it's in parity with its own data affiliate.
Correct?

MR. VAN BEBBER: (bj ection; asked and answer ed.
She said all.

EXAM NER WOODS:  She can answer it.

A Al

Q kay. |Is there any way to check parity if
SBC, as you just said it would not, will not provide
Covad with the data to determine the interval with
which it provides |line sharing to AADS?

A Agai n, these are performance measures
i ssues that | have no know edge of what information
gets shared in what foruns, in what conm ssions, and

I don't know how the perfornmance neasures get
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conmuni cat ed

Q So you don't even know if Ameritech
collects data that would reflect the intervals
between the tine that AADS orders or will order Iline
sharing and the time a |oop is provisioned, do you?

A That's correct.

Q And if such data is collected, you
woul dn't know how it's measured, would you?

A | don't know.

Q Ms. Schl ackman, Aneritech has access to
both the internediate distribution frame and the main
distribution frane, correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And Aneritech requires Covad and
other CLECs to -- when they are collocating equi prent
in acentral office, to run their own cables to the
appropriate frame, correct?

A Correct.

Q And in order to run the cables to the
frame, that requires the CLEC to have access to the
frame. Correct?

A No. The CLEC doesn't have access to the
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frame. The vendor that's on the approved vendor |i st

of Ameritech Illinois has access to the frane.

Q Who hi res the vendor?

A The CLEC off of the approved list that
Aneritech Illinois provides.

Q And if Covad used a vendor that was
approved by Aneritech Illinois to performtests on

its DSL service at the cross-connects on the frane,
woul d Amreritech permt that?
A I don't think so, no.

Q But the vendors are pernmitted to have
access to the frame in order to install our cables.
A The vendors that we use are the sane
vendors that you use, and those vendors, that |ist of
vendors, are the only vendors that are authorized to
come in under mai ntenance wi ndows with a nethod of
procedure that those vendors have to file with the
of fice manager, and it's a specific anount of work,

and, again, those are vendors that are under our
control. W can fire themif we don't like their
work, and so it's a totally different scenari o when

it's a SBC or Aneritech approved vendor that's doing
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work in an Ameritech office.

Q Now you di d understand when | asked ny
question before, and you said -- about using vendors
to test the loop, that | did refer to Areritech-
approved vendors. You understood that, correct?

A And |'mstating that the vendors that we
all ow on our franes are vendors that pull cables and
pl ace the bl ocks on the frames for all carriers,

i ncl udi ng oursel ves.

Q Are there any other SBC ILECs that require
CLECs to have access to the frame to put their own
ti e-cabl es on?

A CLECs don't have access to our frames to
put any cabl es on.

Q It's true that Ameritech requires us to do
it, correct?

A You pay the bill when you use an Anmeritech

provi ded and approved vendor.

Q Who hires the vendor?
A You have to pay the bill. You hire the
vendor .

Q Ckay. Now, instead of giving Covad and
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Rhyt hnms test access at the cross-connects to the
splitter, SBC has decided to use splitter cards with
test pins in the ILEC-owned splitter configuration
Isn't that correct?

A Yes, that is correct.

Q Those cards are nore expensive than the
regul ar cards, the splitter cards that don't have the
test pin access, correct?

A No, that is not correct.

Q VWll, M. Smallwod submtted a new cost
study that showed the price of the splitter on a
line-per-line basis going up because of the addition
of these cards. Are you saying that that's not
correct? That the price should not have gone up?

A In M. Snallwod's testinony it was al so
that there was cabling that was going fromthe
splitter to the collocation cage that was providing
test access through the splitter. | didn't |ook at
his cost study, but | do know that he had to change
his cost study when we went to the splitters with
test access because we weren't caging out and

cross-connecting to the DSLAMs.
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Q Well, | actually think you have that
reversed. You elimnated the cross-connect, but the

price did go up.

A If you showed me the study, | could | ook
at it. |1 didn't look at the cost study.

Q Do you know if the price went up or not?

A No, not really.

Q I f Covad had access to junmpers for testing

purposes, it would not need to use the cards with the
test pins, would it?

A No, it wouldn't.

Q I want to turn again to Attachment 2 to
your testinony. Now |ooking again at the circuit
that connects fromthe Ameritech POTS splitter back
t hrough the IDF, through the cross-connect, through
the second cable, to the DSLAM do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Isn"t it correct that an ML.T test, a
mechani zed | oop test, perfornmed at the test pinin
the splitter will not test that circuit?

A It tests -- the M.T test that you woul d

performis going to test the narrow band, or the POTS
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loop, so it will test the POIS | oop all the way out

to the house, tell you if there's AC, DC, trouble on
the line, if it's open in the office, those kinds of
things. So | nmean, yes, it does test the | oop.

Q Ckay. Once again, listen to ny question
very carefully, please. |I'mnot tal king about the
voice line. I'mnot tal king about the line that goes
out of the office to the end user. | specifically
referenced the circuit between the POIS splitter and
the DSLAMthat carries the data path, that carries
t he data, back through the IDF, through the
cross-connect, and through that second cable to the
DSLAM Do you have that circuit in mnd?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Isn't it correct that an M.T test
performed at the test pin on the splitter will not
test that circuit?

A No. The M.T, like | just said, tests the
narrow band portion of the loop. It doesn't test the
hi gh frequency portion of the I oop.

Q Had you test -- I'msorry. So the answer

is, it is correct it will not doit. Correct?
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A Correct.

Q I"msorry. | asked if it was correct.
You said no, so | wanted to clear the record.

A Ckay.

Q A mechani zed | oop tester is used to test,

anong ot her things, the continuity of a | oop.

Correct?
A Yes.
Q So they can tell you whether the loop is

actual ly connected across junpers, for exanple.

A Yes.

Q I"d like to turn to page 32 of your first
verified statement, lines 1 through 15, and actually
we'll take it in pieces, but that's where we're going

to |l ook. Are you on page 327?

A Yes.
Q Ckay. Actually, if you'll turn to page
31, you'll see that this paragraph is -- which starts

at line 20 on page 31 is delineating the terns and
conditions that Aneritech wants to inpose in order to
allow intrusive testing. |Is that correct?

A Correct.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

91914

Q kay. Now the first of those ternms and
conditions, according to lines 3 through 5 of your
testimony on page 32, is that the CLEC secures the
end user custoner's permnission to performsuch
testing. Do you see that?

A Yes, | do.

Q Now Aneritech -- do you knowif -- well
have you ever seen a nethods and procedures docunent
for line testing by Areritech?

A Yes.

Q Do you know if Aneritech asks for
perm ssion fromthe custoner before performng a
test?

A The flows that | saw on the repair side
that were Ameritech as well as others, but they were
witten by Aneritech enpl oyees that | saw, yes, it
went through the pronpts that a custonmer woul d get
when they called in to report trouble on their
phone.

Q Ckay. Now, again, if a customer is
calling in to report trouble, at that point Ameritech

would tell themwe're going to have to performa
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test. Correct?

A Yes. W would ask the custoner if they
were home, if they were on the line that they were
reporting, and then going through those severa
pronmpts with the custonmer, then we would tell them
that we wanted to go ahead and test the line, and we
woul d do so and test the |ine.

Q But you're not actually -- the Ameritech
people are not actually required to ask perm ssion
and then record the fact that they' ve obtained
perm ssion, are they?

A No. Wen the custoner calls in and we' ve
di scussed with themand we tell themwe're going to
go off line and test their line and |l et themknow if
they need to be honme when the technician has to go
out, whether or not we need access, and so by testing
the loop we let them know what we're going to do
Then we can set up whether or not we need access at
t he hone.

Q So you let them know you're going to do
the test, but you don't ask permission to do the test

unl ess you have to have access to the home.
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A That's correct.

Q Ckay. Now that happens only if a custoner
calls into report a trouble. Correct?

A Correct.

Q Now isn't it conmon practice anobngst
out si de plant technicians who are checking |l oops to
access dialtone on a | oop w thout asking perm ssion
first?

A No, | don't think our technicians are
goi ng to access | oops.

Q Wll, if they are in, for exanple, a
busi ness residence that has multiple |lines and
they're installing another line, don't they access
the lines first to determ ne whether or not they have
alive pair?

A Vll, yes. | mean in their normal testing
of the facility that they' re installing, yeah
they're going to test it.

Q Well, but they would -- let's be alittle
bit nmore specific. They would actually -- if there
were already existing lines there at the custoner

premand they' re installing a new line, they may test
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the existing lines to determine if one of those pairs
is available. They'll draw a dialtone on the pair to
see if it's being used or not and whether or not they

can use that specific wire to connect the new line,

right?

A No, | don't believe our technicians would
do that.

Q Ckay.

A And |'ve supervised them for too many

years to know better

Q kay. Let's look at the indemification
| anguage, please. 1'd like for you to carefully read
lines 5 through 15 on page 32, the indemnificati on
| anguage that Anmeritech is proposing, and at the end
I"mgoing to ask -- after you've conpl eted reading
that, I'mgoing to ask you whether or not Aneritech
iswilling to provide the same | evel of
indemmi fication to Covad if Aneritech's intrusive
| oop testing interferes with Covad' s service.

A And | will state that doing intrusive
testing was requested by the CLECs. Ameritech

I1linois would do intrusive testing for the CLEGCs.
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The CLECs wanted to do intrusive testing, so with
that comes the responsibility, as in the Line Sharing
Order, to notify the custoner and have liability -- |1
mean to notify the custonmer, and with that, and at
parity with all CLECs, we do have liability | anguage
to hold us harmess if their testing interrupts our
custoner's lifeline service, and so, yes, we would
require that as provisions of our contract, and, no
we woul d not have reciprocity in that |anguage.

Q But it's correct, isn't it, that Aneritech
could performan intrusive test that woul d disrupt
Covad's service over a line shared | oop?

A If our custoners call in with a trouble on
their loop and it is an out -of-service trouble on the
| oop, they don't have data service either

Q VWl |, maybe, maybe not, but that wasn't ny
question. M question was, isn't it correct that
Aneritech could performintrusive testing on a |oop
that would interfere with Covad's provisioning of DSL
service across that |ine shared | oop?

A We woul d not do that testing unless the

custoner gave us permn ssion because we have agreed to



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

91919

that, that we would get t he custoner's perm ssion
Just as you agreed to get custoner permn ssion before
you did testing, we would do the same.

Q So does that nean that if Covad got
custoner permssion, that there would be -- that this
i ndemmi fi cation | anguage woul d not be required?

A No. The indemification | anguage is
required irrespective of permssion. What |'m saying
is that we would get perm ssion fromthe custoner
before we did service to interrupt -- | mean testing
to interrupt their data signal, just like you did, so
it's kind of -- the getting perm ssion fromthe
custonmer is equal. The liability, if sonething were
to happen to their lifeline service, is the
i ndemmi fication | anguage that's witten in this, and
it's also witten in the regular DSL service.

Q So the bottomline here is that if Covad
performs intrusive testing that interferes with SBC s
services, we indemify SBC, but if SBC perforns
intrusive testing that interferes wi th Covad' s
services, SBC will not indemify Covad. |Is that

correct?
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A No, that's not correct, and I'mnot a
| awer to go into this, but I can tell you the plain
meaning of this is intended that if you're intrusive
testing, and let's just say you did some kind of
testing, and you left your test set on there, and you
left some kind of tone on the line, wal ked away,
what ever happened, and that custoner could not get a
hold of 9-1-1 for whatever reason, that they would
not hold us responsible if you had gotten and tested
the line and caused the loss of their lifeline
service. That's the purpose of this.

Q Vll, let's say that, for exanple, a
custoner is using Covad DSL to connect to their home
security system and because of an Ameritech
technician |l eaving the butt set attached to the line,
the DLS service goes down, the security systemis no
| onger working, and the hone is broken into. 1Is SBC
going to indemify Covad for us?

A Well, fortunately, for us, having a butt
set on the line doesn't interfere with the high
frequency of the | oop.

Q Wi chever exanpl e you used. | thought you
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said butt set. Sorry. Watever test, they performa
test that interferes with the data service.

A And you're saying your data service is
hooked up to their security systen?

Q Sure. I'mjust trying find an anal ogy to
your 9-1-1 exanple.

A Again, |1've already testified as to what
t he paragraph of this is -- | mean what the intent
and neaning of this is, so | don't know how to answer
your question.

Q VWl l, the answer to ny question would be
that SBC woul d not indemify Covad. Correct?

A If the end user sued Southwestern Bel
because of sone test that was done, and we contacted
the custonmer and told themwe were doing sone test,
and then | guess in your hypothetical they were to
sue you, that you wouldn't be able to sue us. |Is
that what you're saying?

Q No. [I'msaying that SBC -- forgetting the
lawsuits and all the legal stuff, you're testifying
about the indemnification paragraph what you're

saying, as Ameritech's representative, is required of
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Covad. Correct?

A Yes.

Q And | amsaying in the situation that you
just described, would SBC | i kewi se i ndemi fy Covad
from any damages that Covad was sued for by the end
user?

A I don't know enough about the legalities
of that to know i ndemmitee, indemitor, and all the
other indemities in this paragraph. Al | knowis
that we would be -- you would hold us harmess if the
custoner turned around and sued us because their
lifeline service was interrupted.

Q Ms. Schlackman, isn't it true that even if
CLECs collocated splitters in their cages and had
those splitters installed in their cages prior to
June 6th, Ameritech was not ready to take their
orders on June 6th?

A No, that's not true.

Q Ckay. Well, it's true, isn't it, that
placing the splitter in the cage requires, under SBC
Aneritech's requirenents, the CLEC to dedicate two

sets of 100 pair of tie-cables consecutively nunbered
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to line sharing, correct?
A Correct.
Q And that's one to bring the voice and data

to the cage and one to take the voice back, correct?

A Ri ght .
Q That's correct?
A Correct.

Q And if a CLEC did not have consecutively
nunbered tie pairs available, then that CLEC woul d
have to augnent cable into the collocation area to
make the two consecutively nunbered pairs of tie
cabl es avail abl e before they could do Iine sharing.
Correct?

A Actual |l y, the enbedded base, if they had
an enbedded base of count, of cable count, and it was
part of their enbedded CFA cabling, and they wanted
to partition off sone nunber of pairs |less than 100,
50 pairs for line sharing, they wer e allowed to do
that. Wat we said was when you augnment and go
forward, then please take the 100 pairs to term nate
on your bl ock, the whole 100 pairs.

Q But if say the CLEC had 24 pairs
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avai |l abl e, they would have to augnent, correct?
A It would depend on how many services you
t hought you were going to sell. If you were going to

sell 100 and you only had 24 pairs, yes, you' d have a

pr obl em

Q You took themeither in 50's or 100's
right?

A. Yes.

Q So if you had -- if you did not have 50
consecutively -- two sets of at |least 50

consecutively nunbered tie pairs, you would have to
augnment. Correct?

A Yes.

Q And isn't it true that Areritech is
perform ng cabl e augnents for line sharing on the
sane schedule that it's deploying |ILEC-owned
splitters?

A I"msorry. Repeat the question

Q Isn't it true that Ameritech is performng
cabl e augnents for |line sharing out of a collocation
area on the sane schedule that it is deploying the

| LEC- owned splitters?
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Q Wll, isn't it true that what CLECs have
been told is to place their orders for augnents
thirty days prior t o one of the central offices on
the prioritized list having its ILEC-owned splitters
installed and that Aneritech will performthe work
necessary for the augnent at that tine?

A No, that's not correct.

Q Ckay.

It is true, however, that the depl oynent of
| LEC-owned splitters in Illinois is not conplete even
today. Correct?

A In the offices that we rated and ranked
and we gave the schedul e out, we have, you know,
offices that are conplete, we have offices that are
still in progress, and offices that will conplete
next nonth.

MR DEANHARDT: All right. GCould I have one
second?

EXAM NER WOODS:  Yes.

(Whereupon at this point in

t he proceedi ngs an
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of f -the-record period
transpired.)

MR. DEANHARDT: Counsel, do you have -- do you
still have a copy of the Brian Loewen e-nail that we
distributed | ast week?

MR VAN BEBBER | do not.

MR DEANHARDT: We distributed this |ast week,
Your Honor. | think the Court Reporter already has
copies. |I'mjust going to use ny copy at this point,
and we can fix the record if we provide the copies
that we need to, if that's okay.

EXAM NER WODODS: (kay. Before we get into this,
is she on the letterhead?

MR DEANHARDT: Yes, she is.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

MR, DEANHARDT

Q Ms. Schl ackman, |1'm showi ng you a copy of
what we're going to mark as Covad Schl ackman Cross
Exhibit 3. Do you have that in front of you now?

A Yes.

Q. Ckay, and do you recogni ze that as being a

copy of an e-mail or printout of an e-mail?
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A Yes.

Q And who is the e-mail fronf

A Bri an Loewen.

Q And you are one of the recipients, aren't
you?

A Yes.

Q Have you actually seen that e-mail in your

e-mai |l box?

A Yes.
Q Who is Brian Loewen?
A He's the product manager for the |ine

sharing product in our whol esal e marketing group

Q And that's for all thirteen states,
correct?

A Correct.

Q So he's al so the product manager in the
whol esal e marketing group for Areritech Illinois,
correct?

A Correct.

Q Can you pl ease read the actual text of the

e-mail out |oud for ne?

A Yes. It's referenced to AIT LSRs, which
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are |l ocal service requests. "In today's CLECs/ SBC
line sharing neeting, | agreed to reevaluate the

deci sion that requires nechanized LSRs be submtted
for HFPL orders in the Ameritech operating region. |
have escal ated and reconfirnmed that Areritech wll
not change its position that requires a nmechani zed
LSR to be pl aced. Thanks. Brian."

Q Now, what M. Loewen is referring to here
is that Areritech will not accept manual orders for
line sharing. Correct?

A My understanding of this | etter was that
in the Aneritech region the CLECs had asked
Aneritech, | guess over a year ago or nore, for an
EDI interface, and Anmeritech, through the
conmi ssions, agreed to provide this interface such
that the CLECs woul dn't have to provi de nanua
orders. That was the whole issue with providing the
interface. So when the interface for ED is being
devel oped or is developed, then the CLECs coul d pass
orders through and have them fl ow t hrough, and that's
nmy under standi ng of the manual versus mechani zed

i ssue here.
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Q So the answer to ny question is yes. This
is saying that Ameritech will not accept manual
orders for line sharing. Correct?

A Well, actually, that is not true. 1 do
believe that Aneritech is going to accept sone
limted manual orders. They're working on that with
their processes now to see what they can do to help
the CLECs out until they get their ED interface for
line sharing. Again, this was things that probably
shoul d have been better asked of Robin Jacobson on
the Plan of Record issues.

Q Wel'l, Ms. Jacobson testified | ast week,

didn't she, that she thought he was referring to LSRs

instead of ASRs. 1Isn't that correct?
A Yes, | believe so.
Q So she really didn't know what he was

tal ki ng about, did she?

A I can't speak for what was in her mnd. |
can just tell you that | agree with what you just
sai d.

Q There's no graphical user interface, or

@QJ, for placing orders with Areritech, is there?
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MR VAN BEBBER (hjection. This is beyond t he

EXAM NER WOODS: This is really -- you've asked
this a half a dozen tines so far of this witness,
bel i eve, and she says that there's no GJ, and I'm
not sure what that has to do with her testinony
anyway.

MR DEANHARDT: Well, Your Honor, what ['m
trying to get tois the availability of line sharing
right now, and, you know, frankly, what this e-nai
says is we can only order it if we have mechani zed
|l oop interfaces. There are two types of nechani zed
loop interfaces, GUs and EDI. | think it was
di scussed with Ms. Jacobson. I wasn't sure if it was
di scussed with Ms. Schlackman or if the specific

question were asked, so I'mjust tarrying down the

field.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Well, let's just limt it. Go
ahead.

A And the answer to the question is | don't
know GSSs. |'mthe network expert, and | don't know

the OSSs and the interfaces that are nentioned in
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t hi s.

Q Do you know if any CLECs have full bl own
EDI up and running yet with Ameritech other than
per haps AADS?

MR. VAN BEBBER: Same objection that she's not
an OSS expert.

MR DEANHARDT: She's testifying and all
t hr oughout her testinony about OSS availability, what
Telcordia wi Il do, what it won't do, this piece of
CSS -- | nean this problemof, you know, |'m an
expert when | talk about one thing, but I'mnot when
I get asked a question that is inportant is really
driving me crazy, Your Honor

EXAM NER WOODS:  She can answer, if she knows.

A No, | don't know.

Q Now at page -- a nonment ago we were
tal ki ng about augments, and at page 30 of your
testimony don't you say that cabl e augnents are under
conpl ete control of the CLECs?

A In Areritech Illinois? Yes.

Q But isn't it true that Ameritech Illi nois

installs the frame bl ocks necessary to connect the
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A W provide the frane bl ocks, yes.

Q And isn't it also true that Ameritech
Il'linois is responsible for stenciling the bl ocks so
that the correct circuits are identified by Areritech
and the CLEC?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q And isn't it also true that even if you
put the cable in, you can't use it until Ameritech
| oads the circuit assignnent information in its data
base?

A That's correct.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, | need five mnutes
to find one thing | didn't find on the break | ast
time, and then I've got -- I'll be able to finish
before 6:00, but | really only need five mnutes.
I've got to find one thing.

EXAM NER WOODS: (kay. Let's go off the
record.

(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an

of f -the-record di scussi on
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transpired.)

MR, DEANHARDT

Q. Ms. Schl ackman, at page 42, line 9 of your
testinmony, can you tell nme what a LCRT is?

A That is Covad's definition that you all
put in your wite-up of your testinony that that's
suppose to represent a line card at an RT

Q And an RT is a renote termnal.

A Correct.

Q And FPVP?

A Again, that is Covad's -- what they're
referring to is a fiber permanent virtual path.

Q Do you understand that to be the sane
thing as a permanent virtual circuit?

A No. Permanent virtual paths are different
than permanent virtual circuits.

MR DEANHARDT: kay. Your Honor, at this point
-- well, what | want to do is | want to identify the
next exhibit on the public record, and then we'l|l
need to go into the confidential record for the | ast
set of questions.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.
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the proceedi ngs an
of f -the-record di scussion
transpired.)
MR DEANHARDT: Counsel, do you have a copy of
Jacobson Cross Exhibit 57?
MR VAN BEBBER | do not.
MR DEANHARDT: It's the response to Covad Data
Request 42.
MR. VAN BEBBER No, | don't.
M5. HGHTMAN: ['ve got it here. W can go.
MR, DEANHARDT:  Your Honor, what I'mgoing to
hand the wi tness, and |'ve got a copy here, that
we're going to discuss is the response to Covad Data
Request 42 and the documents that are attached to
it. It's been marked as Jacobson -- and | believe
already entered into the record as Rhyt hns Jacobson
Cross Exhibit 5, and with that, | can hand the
witness this, and then we can go into the
confidential portion of the record.
EXAM NER WDODS: (kay. Let's establish that

she's famliar with this first or the materials
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contained therein if she's going to be questioned
about it on the public record.

MR, DEANHARDT

Q Whul d you pl ease turn, Ms. Schlackman, to
-- well, first of all, you have a copy of Covad Data
Request 42 and the attached -- and the docunents

attached to it in front of you, don't you?

A Yes.
Q Coul d you please turn to -- in the bottom
right-hand corner it says page 1. It's the second

docunent that's attached to Covad 42. 1In the top
| eft -hand corner it says Tel cordia Technol ogi es
Per f ormance From Experience. Do you recogni ze what
this docunent is, Ms. Schl ackman?

A No, | don't.

Q Ckay. Can you turn to the next page
pl ease? Do you see where it says Software Services -
Wrk Statenent, and then it has a nunber, and it says
Li censed Sof tware Enhancenent for Line Sharing
Sol uti on?

A Yes.

Q Do you recogni ze this as being a docunent
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A | see that it has got Telcordia on it, so
| assune so
Q Does this docunent -- does the title of

this docunent tell you what this docunent is?

A Not really.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, this docunment has
al ready been identified and nmade an exhibit in
Ms. Jacobson's testinmony. I'mgoing to use this
actually for the purpose of inpeachnent, and |I'm not
going to be asking the witness to authenticate it.
It has already been authenticated and entered into
the record, so

EXAM NER WDODS: (Ckay, but what is it? Wat in
it goes to her --

MR BINNIG She's never seen it. How can it be
recal I ?

EXAM NER WOODS: | under st and.

What in it inmpeaches her testinony?
MR DEANHARDT: Well, Your Honor, frankly, --
EXAM NER WOODS: If she's never seen it.

MR DEANHARDT: Well, let's -- do you want to go
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into the confidential portion of the record?

EXAM NER WOODS: | don't think we need t o do
that. | don't think you need to tell me nunbers.
need to know what in that --

MR DEANHARDT: Sure. Wiat this is is this is
the statenment of work that Tel cordia has provided to
SBC for fixing the upgrades to the OSS system for
i ne sharing.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

MR DEANHARDT: Anong other things, this
docunent has line sharing capabi lities and scenari os
that refer to line sharing across fiber -fed | oops.
It also has a list of technical assunptions and
constraints, none of which are that this has to be
provided a port at a tinme.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.

MR DEANHARDT: Which is what the witness has
testified nust be done.

EXAM NER WOODS: And she says she's never seen
it. Right?

MR DEANHARDT: She's testifying, Your Honor

and she has testified that the Telcordia -- and it's
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in her testinmony -- that the Tel cordia OSS product
that they're providing will only do port at a tine,
and | believe I"'mentitled to take the Tel cordi a
docunent, and if she's testifying that that's what it
says, this is the statement of work, I'mallowed to

i npeach her testinony because this docunent doesn't
say that.

EXAM NER WOODS: | don't think you can inpeach
her with sonething that she's never seen and she
didn't rely -- you have to see if he she has relied
-- did you rely on this in any way in preparing your
testi mony?

THE WTNESS: No, | didn't.

EXAM NER WOODS: Have you ever seen it before?

THE WTNESS: No, | have not.

EXAM NER WOODS: W' re not goi ng down - -

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, she's --

EXAM NER WOODS:  No. No. The answer is no. |
mean if you want to argue it on brief that there is a
docunent that she should have seen or that there's a
docunent that you think says sonething different t han

what she said on the stand, I'mgoing to let you
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cross-exam ne on a docunent that she has never

l\bl

sir.

MR DEANHARDT: Weéll, Your Honor, for the

record, | want to take an exception and state mny

obj ect i on.

witness has testified as to a fact and |

EXAM NER WOODS:  So not ed.

MR DEANHARDT: That if -- you know, | nean i

that the fact is not true, | believe I can inpeach

the witness on that fact.

EXAM NER WDODS: Then we di sagree.
MR, DEANHARDT: Thank you, Your Honor.
In that case, Your Honor, | am finished.

EXAM NER WOODS: kay. O f the record.

seen.

f a

have proof

MR DEANHARDT: Actually, Your Honor, | need to

move into evidence exhibits whatever we're up to,
t hr ough 3.

EXAM NER WOODS: | believe it's 1 through 3,
yes.

M5. H GHTMAN:  Yes.

EXAM NER WOODS:  (hj ecti ons?

1
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MR. VAN BEBBER
EXAM NER WOCDS:

wi t hout objection.

EXAM NER WOCDS:

EXAM NER WOCDS:
MR BINNNG Cur
Rhonda Meyer

EXAM NER WOCDS:

No obj ecti on.

The docunents are adnitted

94940

(Wher eupon Covad Schl ackman

Cross Exhibits 1

2, and

3

were received into evidence.)

Of the record.

(Whereupon at th

S point

t he proceedi ngs an

in

of f -the-record di scussi on

transpired, and a short

recess was taken

during

which tinme Areritech Illinois

Exhibit 2.0 and 2.1 were

marked for identification.)

Back on the record.

next w tness, Your

You can go ahead.

Honor

is
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RHONDA Y. MEYER
called as a witness on behalf of Ameritech Illinois,
havi ng been first duly sworn, was exam ned and
testified as foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BINNI G

Q Ms. Meyer, could you state your full nane
and busi ness address for the record?

THE W TNESS:

A Rhonda Y. Meyer, 311 South Akard, Dall as,
Texas 75202.

Q And, Ms. Meyer, do you have in front of
you what's been nmarked for identification as
Aneritech Illinois Exhibit 2.0 entitled Direct
Testinmony of Rhonda Y. Meyer and Aneritech Illinois
Exhibit 2.1 entitled the Suppl enental Verified
St at enment of Rhonda Y. Meyer?

A Yes, | do.

Q And is Aneritech Illinois Exhibits 2.0 and
2.1 your prepared testinony in this proceedi ng?

A Yes, it is.

Q Were these exhibits prepared by you or
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under your supervision and direction?

A Yes, they were.

Q Do you have any changes or additions to
either Aneritech Illinois Exhibit 2.0 or 2.17?

A | have corrections to 2.0.

Q Coul d you go through those very briefly?

A Yes. Page 3, and | believe a correction
page has al ready been given to everybody, but line 7
$1. 09 shoul d be changed to $1.32, and on line 11, the
| LEC-owned splitter is now $78.40, and we cross out
the $140.53. CLEC-owned splitter is $64.37.

And my next correction is on page 6, line
5. Where it says First Report and Order, it should
say Line Sharing O der

On page 12, line 23, the $1.09 should be
changed to $1.32.

On line 13 -- | nean page 13, line 12, the
$140. 53 shoul d be changed to $78.40 for an |LEC-owned
splitter and $64.37 for a CLEC-owned splitter

And on page 19 | have a typographica
error, and there aren't line nunbers, but it is the

fourth line of the answer to the first question where
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it says "line sharing may".

shoul d be "be", B-E.

Q

you the questions set out

Exhibits 2.0 and 2.1 today,

And with those changes, if |

sane as reflected in these exhibits?

A

Yes, they woul d.

The word is

me". It

were to ask

in Aneritech Illinois

woul d your answer be the

MR BINNIG Your Honor, | would nove for

adm ssion of Anreritech Illinois Exhibits 2.0 and 2.1

and offer the witness for cross-exan nation.

EXAM NER WDOODS: (hj ecti ons?

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  No obj ection, Your Honor.

EXAM NER WOCDS:

wi t hout objection.

The docunents are adnitted

(Whereupon Ameritech Illinois

Exhibits 2.0 and 2.1 were

recei ved i nto evidence.)

The witness is available for

Cross.

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  Thank you, Your Honor.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG

Q

CGood eveni ng now, Ms. Meyer.

How are
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you?

A Fi ne.

Q Ms. Meyer, you're enployed by Sout hwestern
Bel | Tel ephone Conpany. 1Isn't that correct?

A That is correct.

Q And you're not an enpl oyee of Ameritech

Illinois. 1s that correct?

A No, |'m not.

Q And you' ve never been an enpl oyee of
Aneritech Illinois. |Is that correct?

A That is correct.

Q And you're not a |l awyer, are you
Ms. Meyer?

A No, | am not.

Q Now you testified regarding Ameritech's

proposed pricing for the high frequency portion of

the loop. 1Isn't that correct?

A That's correct.

Q And al so the associated line sharing rate
elements. 1Is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q And you also testified that Ameritech's
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rates represent a substantial or significant discount

to Covad in conparison to the price of a stand-al one

UNE | oop. Isn't that correct?
A That's correct.
Q So, Ms. Meyer, you're famliar with the
stand-al one UNE | oop pricing for Ameritech Illinois.
A Yes, | am
Q And you're also famliar with Areritech

Il1linois' proposed pricing for the high frequency
portion of the loop. Isn't that correct?

A That is correct.

Q kay. Ms. Meyer, when Covad purchases a
stand-al one UNE | oop, Aneritech charges Covad a
mont hly recurring charge for the loop. Correct?

A That is correct.

Q And in Zone A the nonthly recurring charge
for a stand-alone UNE loop is $2.59. Isn't that
correct?

A Yes, that is correct.

Q And Aneritech al so charges Covad a nmonthly
recurring charge for a cross-connect when it

purchases a stand-alone UNE | oop. Isn't that
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correct?

A That is correct.

Q And that charge for a stand-al one UNE | oop
for a cross-connect is 14 cents. Isn't that
correct?

A | believe that's part of the collocation

tariff, and | believe that is correct.

Q kay. So the total mnonthly recurring
charge in Zone A for a stand-alone UNE loop is
$2.73. Is that correct?

That woul d be correct.

Subj ect to check

Subj ect t o check.

Assum ng | added correctly.

That's correct.

o » O > O 2

Now, for the high frequency portion of the
| oop, or a line shared | oop, Aneritech requires that
Covad pay a nonthly recurring charge for the high
frequency portion of the loop. Isn't that correct?
A That is correct.
Q And in Zone A that charge for the high

frequency portion of the loop is $1.30. |Isn't that
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correct?

A That is correct.

Q And Aneritech also requires that Covad pay
a nonthly recurring charge for cross-connects. 1Isn't
that correct?

A That is correct.

Q And Areritech's proposed pricing for
cross-connects is 56 cents. 1Isn't that correct?

A Yes. That is a flat rate for al

cross-connects that are required.

Q kay. So it's 56 cents
A Yes.
Q And for the high frequency portion of the

| oop, Ameritech also requires that Covad pay a
mont hly recurring charge for OSS upgrades. Isn't
that correct?

A That is correct.

Q Ckay, and Aneritech's proposed charge for
CSS upgrades is 87 cents per nonth. |s that
correct?

A That is correct.

Q And for a line shared | oop, Covad nust
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al so pay the cost of the splitter. |Is that correct?

A If they choose to use an | LEC-owned
splitter.
Q Ckay. But Covad nust pay -- strike that.

Assum ng that Covad is using an | LEC-owned
splitter, there's a nonthly recurring charge for the
splitter. |1s that correct?

A That is correct.
Q Ckay, and that charge is $1.32. Isn't

that correct?

A That is correct.
Q kay. So the total price for a line
shared loop in Zone Ais $4.05. Isn't that correct?

Subj ect to check

MR BINNIG That's with the ILEC-owned
splitter?

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  Yes.

A If your addition is correct. | haven't
added it up in ny head.

Q Ckay. So under Aneritech's proposed
pricing, the nmonthly recurring charge for a line

shared loop is greater than the nonthly recurring
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charge for a stand-alone UNE |l oop. 1Isn't that

correct? |In Zone A

A If you use an | LEC-owned splitter, yes, it
is nore.
Q And isn't it correct, Ms. Meyer, that even

if Covad did not use an SBC-owned splitter, it would
still incur costs for using a splitter?

A Yes. You do have to have a spl itter in
order to line share.

Q And even if Covad used its own splitter
it would still be charged for cross-connects. Isn't
that correct?

A Yes.

Q And the high frequency portion of the
loop. Isn't that correct?

A Yes.

Q And the OSS upgrades. Isn't that
correct?

A Yes.

M5. FRANCO-FEINBERG [I'msorry. |If we can have
one nonent.

EXAM NER WOCDS:  Sure.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

95950

(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an
of f -the-record di scussion
bet ween Covad and Rhyt hns
counsel transpired.)
Q Ms. Meyer, referring back to where there's
a CLEC-owned splitter, you just testified that Covad
woul d still have to pay for the OSS upgrade, the high
frequency portion of the |oop, and the
cross-connects. Isn't that correct? Even if it
owned the splitter
A That's correct.
Q Ckay, and, subject to check, the price

then is $2.73 for the high frequency portion of the

| oop when the CLEC owns the splitter. 1Isn't that
correct?

A That's correct.

Q Ckay. And the price for a stand-al one UNE

loop is $2.73. Isn't that correct? NMNonthly
recurring charges. You previously testified to it;
that it's $2.73.

A Yes, $2.73.
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Q Ckay. So there's no substantial di scount
for a high frequency portion of the |oop versus a
stand-al one UNE |l oop. Isn't that correct?

MR BINNIG Well, are we tal king now just about
Area A?

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG  Yes.

MR BINNIG Ckay.

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG I n Zone A

A In Zone A that is correct.

Q Ms. Meyer, you al so address Anmeritech's
proposed prices for loop conditioning. Isn't that
correct?

A That is correct.

Q And you reference in your testinmny Docket

Nurmber 99-0593, which is currently before the

Illinois Commerce Commission. Isn't that correct?
A | believe so. Yes, | do.
Q And in Docket Nunber 99-0593 the Hearing

Exam ner has established interimloop conditioning
rates for Illinois. 1Isn't that correct?
A It is ny understanding that's going to be

est abl i shed, yes.
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Q Ckay. And it's your understandi ng
Ms. Meyer, that those rates apply for conditioning a
stand-al one DSL capable loop. Isn't that correct?
The rates that will be established in Docket Nunber
99- 0593.

A It is ny understanding that that is going
to establish the |oop conditioning charges for the
State of Illinois.

Q Ckay. And you understand that the FCC in
its Line Sharing Order stated that conditioning for
line shared | oops should never exceed the charges an
ILECis permitted to recover for conditioning a

stand-al one |l oop? Isn't that correct?

A You woul d have to point that -- point ne
to that.
Q Do you have an under st andi ng t hat

conditioning for a line shared | oop can never be

greater than conditioning charges for a stand-al one

UNE | oop?
A It's nmy understanding we're proposing the
sane conditioning charges. | don't think we're

differentiating between the two.
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Q So Aneritech will use the interimline
sharing rates from Docket Number 99-0593 as the
interimrates for line shared | oops? Is that
correct?

A For interimrates, that's ny
under st andi ng.

Q Ms. Meyer, if Covad and Rhythnms obtain
monthly recurring rates -- lower nmonthly recurring
rates than those proposed by Aneritech through this
arbitration, AADS can obtain the sane rates. Isn't
that true?

A My under st andi ng they woul d have the sane
opportunity for those rates.

Q AADS is a subsidiary of SBC. Isn't that
correct?

A I"mnot sure all the direct relationships,
but | believe it's a subsidiary of Ameritech.

Aneritech is owned by SBC.

Q Ckay. And Ameritech Illinois i s wholly-
owned by SBC. Isn't that correct?
A That's correct.

Q And AADS is whol ly-owned by Anmeritech
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A | believe it's by Ameritech.
M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG.  Your Honor, that's all the
cross-exam nation we have of Ms. Meyer.
Assuming -- is there redirect or additional
Cross?
EXAM NER WOODS: M. Reed, would you care to
cross this wtness?
MR REED: Thank you for your being so
magnani nous, M. Examiner. Staff has no cross for
this w tness.
EXAM NER WOODS: Wl |, thank you for your
i ndul gence, M. Reed.
Redirect ?
MR BINNIG Sure. Could we have two m nutes?
EXAM NER WOODS: It's your tinme.
Of the record.
(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an
of f -the-record di scussion
transpired.)

MR BINNIG Very short redirect, Your Honor.
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EXAM NER WOODS:  Ckay.
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BINNI G

Q Ms. Meyer, you were asked a nunber of
questions about the cost of a stand-alone loop in
Area A or Zone A. Do you recall those questions?

A Yes, | do.

Q And one of the questions you were asked,
was there a cross-connect charge of 14 cents. Do you
recall that question?

A Yes, | do.

Q Is it your understanding that that 14 cent
charge is a charge per each cross-connect?

A Yes. That is ny understandi ng.

Q And, at a mininmm how many cross-connects
are necessary for a stand-al one | oop?

A My understanding is two.

MR BINNIG No further questions.

M5. FRANCO- FEI NBERG. No redirect, Your Honor.

EXAM NER WOODS: (kay. Let's go off the
record.

MS. FRANCO- FEI NBERG O recross. Excuse ne.
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(Wtness excused.)
(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an

of f -the-record di scussion
transpired, and a recess was
t aken.)

EXAM NER WOODS: M. Binnig.

MR BINNIG Thank you, Your Honor.

W do have sone redirect. | just do want
to state for the record that our redirect is probably
nore abbreviated than it would be ot herw se because
the attorneys who were representing Ms. Schl ackman
have left.

EXAM NER WOODS: To ne that's a positive sign,
M. Binnig.

M5. HGHTMAN: |'d like to al so say one thing,
on behalf of ny clients, that at |east doing redirect
now gi ves us a chance to do recross, which is the
normal course of events in this case, and we woul d
not have that opportunity were it not for this ora
redirect.

MR BINNIG | understand.
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M5. HHGHTMAN: It's just that --

EXAM NER WOODS: Let's get started. Please.

MR BINNNIG And | think it's very short.

BETTY SCHLACKNMAN
recalled as a witness on behal f of Anmeritech
I1linois, having been previously duly sworn, was
exam ned and testified further as foll ows:
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BINN G

Q Ms. Schl ackman, you were asked a nunber of
questions about how CLECs could test a circuit

between the splitter and the DSLAM Do you recal

those?
A Yes.
Q Coul d you explain how a CLEC woul d do that

testing with the test pins on the splitter?

A Yes, and what | have in ny hand is just
the test -- is the splitter card that gets put in the
shelf. There are test pins on this card that
represent the four lines that woul d be provisioned on
this card. The CLEC has access to these test pins,

and fromthis test pin they have access to the line
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side of the splitter, and what that means is that's
as if they were looking out on the cable pair on the
entire frequency of the |oop, the narrow band and the
broadband. There are test sets that are called
spectrum anal yzers that with the test |eads that you
put on here, you |look at the | oop, and you | ook at

t he broadband portion of the I oop, and you woul d be
able to ascertain that you had continuity fromthe
DSLAMto the splitter, to the frane, back again, and
out to the custoner. You can do nodem enul ati on
tests fromthis point. You can test the | oad
frequency portion of the loop. You can do all of the
tests that M.T does, and they' re nonintrusive tests
because you bridge on to this just as if you were on
the custonmer's line. Wen this card gets pulled,

di altone stays up, so it doesn't affect any of the
lifeline services when they' re testing on this card.
This does not open up the line. It just bridges into
the line, and at this card where the CLECs have
access for |ILEC-owned splitters, they have full
functionality testing, physical test access, for the

entire spectrum
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MR BINNIG No further questions, Your Honor
MR DEANHARDT: Short recross, Your Honor.
RECROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY MR DEANHARDT:

Q Ms. Schl ackman, | believe you just said
that M.T is -- that you could performan MT as a
non-intrusive test. You may have misstated. D d you
intend to say that?

A Yes.

Q Isn't it correct that the M.T test works

on the frequency that's occupied by the voice band?

A Yes.

Q So when the M.T test is being conducted
you can't nake a phone call, can you?

A Yes, you can on sone tests. Not all MT

tests are intrusive tests.

Q But they work over the same frequency that
the voice circuit works across. Correct?

A Absol utely.

Q Ckay. You also said that you are aware of
test sets that could test the broadband portion of

the loop. Nowthat's only if the data streamis
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active. Correct?

A No. That would be if the data stream
weren't active. The Sunrise-Sunset test set that was
in Rhythns -- | believe it was in discovery in their
di scovery packet of the test sets that they use, if
there was an absence of no absence -- if there was no
data at all, it looks like a flat line across the
scope. So you see the absence of data on there.

Q So you could -- well, but | could test
whet her or not there's data on there sinply by
hooking up a butt set and listening for the data.
Correct?

A | would inmagi ne what you -- if the
custonmer had their nodem on and you were sending --
and you were trying to listen to that scratchy
chi cken scratch |ike nodens synchi ng up, yes, you
coul d hear that.

Q Now isn't it correct though that when
you're perform ng these tests, it's because you' ve
got sone kind of problemin the lines so that the
service is not being provisioned? Correct?

A No, not necessarily.
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Q So it's your testinmony that either SBC or
Covad woul d go out and performtests just for the
sake of performng tests.

A No. You said it would be trouble on the
line. It could be you're trying to ascertain whether
or not your ISP is really providing good service
t hrough the equiprment. You could be ascertaining a
| ot of things about the ATMstream | don't know
what you want to use on the broadband portion of the
| oop, but it's not just for physical trouble of the
| oop.

Q But you're tal king about running a bit -
rate test?

A Yes. You can do this fromthere.

Q You understand that Covad's request for
test access is for purposes of determ ning correct
provisioning and suitability of the |oop. Correct?

A Yes.

Q kay. One last thing. Wen you say --
when you refer to the Ii ne side of the splitter
you' re tal king about everything fromthe splitter

through the frames, to the central office, but not



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

96962

the connection fromthe splitter to the DSLAM

Correct?

A That's incorrect. |'mtalking about that
connection as well, yes.

Q Ckay. You've used it differentl y before

So what you were saying, you' re saying then that the
line side of the splitter includes the cable fromthe
splitter port to the DSLAM

A Absol utely.

Q But you testified earlier that you cannot
performan MT test between the splitter and the
DSLAM because of the bl ocking DC capacitor. Correct?

A I never said anything about bl ocking DC
capacitors.

Q Sorry.

A You asked nme if MT would test whether or
not the cable fromthe splitter to the collocation
cage was there, and | told you M.T would not test
that. | just testified that this card allows you to
test the high frequency portion of the |oop which
allows you to test that segment of the equi pnent from

the splitter to the coll ocation and out to the frame
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and on out to the MDF and out to the customer prem

Q But, again, that's testing the high
frequency portion of the loop if the data is
runni ng.

A And if the data is not running, you're
going to see a flat line, and then you woul d open up
a trouble ticket and report it to us. |'m assum ng
your data is |eaving your DSLAM okay. You wal k
however many feet away it is to the splitter. You
check there. |If there's no signal, you give us a
troubl e ticket.

Q That's the assunption, but that's okay.

MR DEANHARDT: Your Honor, |I'm finished.

M5. H GHTMAN: | beg your indul gence. Rhythns
has not asked any cross. |[|'ve got one question for
clarification. | can tell you what it is to make

sure everyone is okay with me asking it. This is not
based on the redirect, which is why I"'mup front
telling you that I just have a clarification
question. W' ve got like four mnutes left before
she has to | eave.

EXAM NER WOODS: What's the question?
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M5. H GHTMAN: The question is -- | just want to
make sure that we understood a prior answer -- that
is it true that the cable augnent interval will be
thirty days in all cases, regardless of the splitter
roll-out schedule. That's my question

THE WTNESS: No, no. That's never been
st at ed.

(Wher eupon the proceedi ngs were
off the record while Reporter
Davi s repl eni shed the steno
paper supply.)

EXAM NER WOODS: Just for the record, M. Binnig
objected to the question as being well outside the
scope of the previous redirect as well as the
recross. |'ve overruled his objection and instructed
the witness to answer the question

M5. HGHTMAN. So then it is subject to the
splitter roll -out schedul e, the augnments?

THE WTNESS: No. If | could just explain to
clear it all up, the thirty days that we reference,
and | reference in ny testinmony, is if the CLEC wants

to reuse existing cabling and they want to give us
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that count to put in our swtch database for line
sharing; that if they will provide us with the
application, and it's not an augnent, it's just

redesi gnation, that we will provide those changes and
we will provide that information back to the CLECs,
have it in our databases within thirty days.

Now, the collocation interval for augments
is the collocation tariff. There isn't anything for
augnments in Aneritech that's being offered. It's the
regul ar collocation tariff that could have been used
under just the regular application for augnents. It
doesn't have to be line sharing. | mean you could do
augnments with the normal collocation interval.

M5. H GHTMAN: | appreciate the indul gence.

EXAM NER WOODS: That's quite all right, because
it sounds to nme like we don't have an argunent
anynor e.

M5. HHGHTMAN: No. | just wanted to
under st and.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Fol | ow-up on that?

MR BINNIG No follow-up on that, Your Honor.

EXAM NER WOODS:  Thank vy ou.
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EXAM NER WOCDS:

EXAM NER WOCDS:

7, 2000, at 10:00 A M

(Wtness excused.)

Let's go off the record.
(Whereupon at this point in
t he proceedi ngs an
of f -the-record di scussion
transpired.)

This cause is continued to July

(Wher eupon the case was
continued to July 7, 2000, at
10: 00 A M in Springfield,

I1linois.)
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